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EXAMINATION 


Alte VINDICATION,E:, 


* —_— — — © — — — _ _— : — »„ 


The INTRODUCTION. 


HE Author of the Yindication begins with 

informing his Reader, that * this Diſpute 

* about Baptiſm has been ſpun into a greater 

Bulk, and carried thro* a greater Length 
© of Time than was at firſt expected.“ But whoſe Fault's 
that? His own ; who having undertaken a Task too 
hard for him, viz. * To prove from Scripture, that ſprink- 
ling Infants on their Forebeads with a little Water is the 
Baptiſm of Chriſt, inſtituted by him, and practiſed by. his 
Apoſtles, has multiplied Words to amuſe his Readers, 
and to conceal his own Lack of Argument, 

That Chriſt did inſtitute Water-baptiſm, he has la- 
bour'd, we think, hitherto unſucceſsfully, to prove: 
Though, were his Arguments for Water-baptiſm as 
cogent, as to us they ſeem weak, we ſee no real Service 
they could do ro him or his Church, who are tound 
only in the Practice of Raxti/m (or Sprinkling.) 


A 2 So 


* Sce the Letter to the Clergy of Northumberland, p. 6. 
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So that his unchriſtian Imputation of their being 10 
Chriſtians who diſuſe Water baptiſm, by him levell'd at 
the Qua kers, a fects alſo the Members of his own Church, 
in whom the Omiſſion of that Ceremony ſcems lass ex- 
cuſable; for, the Quakers Diſuſe of Water-baptiſm 18 

rounded on a firm Perſwaſion of Mind, that i is long 
Ka ceaſed in Point of Obligation; whereas himſelt and 
his Brethren, while they, plend in Words for the nec-{- 
ſary Continuance of that Ceremony, have generally laid 
it aſide, and practiſe another in its Stead. 

The Weakneſs of his Defence, both of Water-ba; im in 
general, and of Infant ſprinkling in particular, we think 
we ha ve fully ſhewn in our Reriy; but ſecing he app ars 
by this Vindication to be one ot thoſe who are more caſily 
confuted, than put to Silence, wr judge it our Du v to 
be no Jeſs liberal of our Labour in maintaining Traub, 
than he or his Abettors in vindicatins Error; for, as 
Biſhop-Fuell, in his Apology of the Church of England, well 
expreſſes it, If it be Jawful for theſe Folkes to bu clo- 
© quent and fine-tongued in ſpeaking Evil, ſurely it 
« becommeth not us, in our Cauſe, being ſo very good, 


to be dumbe in anſwering truely.” 


— * — 
- Tb edn 


I. 


Concerning the Signification of the Mord Baptize. 


H E Vindicalor, inſtead of proving his Practice of 
Sprinkiing to be agreeable to Scripture, has en- 


deavoured by Miſconſtruction to force the Text to ſpeak 
- what he practiſes; and would fain have the Word Bap- 


lige to ſignify Sprinkle. 

In order to which he was pleas'd to ſay, that the 
Word C477 in Dan. iv. 33. ſignifies bare!y to wet.” In 
my Reply I ſhewed him that ſucn a diminutive Signih- 


cation, was not agreeable to the Subject there treated of, 
which 


5 
which was, Nebuchadnezzar's being expoſed to all the 
« Extremities of Weather, to all the Showers and Storms 
c that fell, for a long ſeaſon of Time.“ In anſwer to 
this, he now ſays, © Babylon is the moſt mild and ſerene 
Region perhaps in the World.“ But has he never read 
or heard from Travellers, that this mild and ſerene Re- 
gion is not always without Showers and Storms, and that 
th* Nocturnal Dews there are little inferior to Rain? 
But, I hope, in this Point he is fatisfied, ſince he ſet ms 
to grant, Yind. p. 2. that Nebuchaanezzar*'s Body was 
* ſoaked with a continued Dew.“ And that * this Judg- 
ment laſted ſeven Years,” which, as I told him be- 
fore, Reply p. 3. is fo far from being leſs than one D p- 
ping, that *tis equivalent to many; and WI ages 
with the ſeveral Verſions of the Text by me inſtanced. 
It he will make no Diſt inction betwixt bare w-tting and 
a continued Soaking for ſeven Years, can I help it? *Tis 
ſufficient for me, that Men of better Underſtarding will. 
From &«77@ he paſles on to cri, which. he ſays, 
he will ſhew contains under it rot only Haſhing, but 
* Afuſion and Sprinkling ;* and cites Leigh in his Cri- 
tica ſacra ſaying, that the Word Baxriꝭ e baptize, tho? 
it be derived from Bax to dip or plunge into the Wa- 
ter, and ſignifies peculiarly ſuch a kind of Waſhing as 
js uſed in Bucks where Linen is plunged or dipped ; 
« yet it is taken more largely for any kind of Waſhing, 
, Re or Cleanſing, even where there is no Dip- 
ping at all; as Mark vii. 4.” But how came either 
Leigh or himſelf to know, that the Things there menti- 
oned, viz. Cups, Po's, brazen Veſſels, and Tables or Beds, 
were not dipt at all in waſhing? The Text does not tell 
them ſo, and common Practice, as well as the Directi- 
ons of the Levitical Law, Lev. vi. 28. xv. 12, 17. are 
plainly againſt them. That the Word Barrie in ſome 
Inſtances out of Claſſick Hriters may import xo more than 
Ablution or Waſhing, we never denied: But the Vindica- 
tor does not produce any Inſtances out of ſuch Writers 
wherein it ſignifies /e/5 than to waſh, which yet would be 
the only Inſtances capable of doing him Service. He 
tells 


6) 
tells us indeed, that Leigh ſays, it ſignifies Sprinkling 


or to waſh one's Body facramentally,* and refers us in 
the Margin to © Spanheim's Dub. Evangel. Pars 3. p. 69. 
« where he ſhews, that Calvin's, Beza's, and his own 
Opinion, is, that Barrie may be properly render'd 
to ſprinkle, and was practiſed by ſome of them.” And 
what's the natural Inference to be drawn from their ſa 
doing? Is it not this? That thoſe Perſons by him cited, 
being in the Uſe of Sprizking, a Method which the An- 
cient and Scriptural Senſe of the Mord did not counte- 
nance, took the Freedom of introducing an Interpreta- 
tion of the Text more agreeable to their own Practice, 
Let not the Yindicazer think to juſtify himſelf by their 

Example in taking the like unwarrantable Liberty. 
The Vindicator having attempted to ſhew from the 
ews Manner of waſhing their Hands, that the Senſe of 
the Word ic in Luke xi. 38. was only Afufion or 
pouring W ater : I produced in my Reply, p. 5. a Quo- 
tation from Godwin's Moſes and Aaron, to ſhew him his 
Miſtake : In anſwer to which he now brings, Vind. p. 4, 
5. the Words of Munſter whom Godwin refers to, and 
fays, The Accounts muſt be made quadrate together,“ 
as indeed they do, for Godwin ſays, Firſt, they waſhed 
their Hands clean, and Munſter ſays, Their Hands were 
firſt to be waſhed, after which they both agree, that Wa- 
ter was poured upon them three - ſeveral Times. So that 
their Accounts quadrate in confirming what is ſaid in 
my Reply, p.5. That the Waſhing here mentioned 
was ſo far from being 4% than Dipping into the Wa- 
< ter, that it was in Reality a great deal more.” They 
alſo quadrate in diſcovering the Vindicator's Subtilty, 
who would reſtrict the Word cri to the Pouring of 
the Water, when it plainly relates to the Waſhing 
which was either antecedent to the Pouring, or, proba- 

bly, very often without it. | x 
But the Vindicator tells us, The Word baptize is 
therefore uſed paſſively to ſignify that the Action 
was performed by another upon the Perſon who 
c waſhed, and not by himſelf. Thus Zyke xi. 38. the 
s Phariſee 


© Phariſee wondred that he was not firſt waſhed before 
Dinner, # 7p@7 iCanTian, and fo perhaps Mark vii. 4. 
< idy u CanTioorras unleſs they be waſhed.” A notable 
Criticiſm! What an Overſight 'twas in our Engli/s 
Tranſlators of the Bible not to hit upon it? They, 


learned as they were, feem to have thought; that an 


active Rendring in thoie Places was of the tame” Import 
with the paſſive, and that a Man's Hands are as properly 
ſaid to be wafhed, when he has waſhed them himſelf, as 
if another did it. But they, probably, foreſaw not 
what Straits the Advocates for Sprinking in future Times 
might be reduced to, 


Vind. p. 6. The Replier paſs'd over what is ſaid of 


© the Fews waſhing their Hands, 2 Kings iii, 11. for 


Eliſba's miniſtring on Elijab is there expreſſed by his 
pouring Water on his Hands.“ Now how does that 
Text prove the general Manner of the eus in waſhing 
their Hands? It may indeed ſhew that *cwas uſual for 
the Servant to attend his Maſter at waſhing his Hands 
but we may reaſonably ſuppoſe that *rwas as cuſtomary , 
for the' Servants, who probably were more in Number 
than their Maſters, to waſh their own Hands without 


any ſuch Attendance, 


He next produces cel. xxxiv. 35. + car dx) 
vixps, Fe that is waſhed from a dead Body, &c. which he 


ſays relates to Sprinkiing, and that © the Text Numb. 


* Xix, 19. directs only the ſprinkling the Unclealf with the 
Mater of Separation. In my Reply I tranſcribed Part 
of that Text to ſhew him, that the unclean Perſon was 
alſo to wah his Clothes, and bathe himſelf in Vater; for 

which he charges me both with norance and Inatientibn, 

and with a ſmart way ſays, The judicious Replier 
imagines that the unclean Perſon that was ſprinkled on 
the third and ſeventh Days, was likewiſe to waſh his 
« Clothes. This his. Civility calls, a notorious Brundir, 

and affirms that thoſe Words of the Text relates to wwe 
Sprinkler, not the Sprinkled, who, he ſays, were 
* cleanſed without any more ado.” To dere: mine this 
Difference between us, let us leave it to our Reader's 

h Judgment ; 
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Judgment; in Order whereto I ſhall lay before him fe- 
veral Verſions of the Text Numb. xix, 19. | 


The Septuagint Verſion reads it thus, 


Ke ep 6 xd d apo; i Tov d ul dap iy Ti yuipe Ti Tpity 
xd i ius fe TCP un, o, 4Eayrcnoera TY nuipe Ty ic bn, 
Y TALE r iE x EUTE, Y Nι,E,s US art, xd Ard FapTos LS 
d $0 p | 

That of Junius and Tremellius thus, 

Aſperget, inquam, mundus ille immundum iſtum die 

tertio & die ſeptimo: quumque purgaverit eum dic ſep- 


timo, lotis veſtimentis ſuis abluet ille ſe aqua, ſic mun- 
dus erit veſpere. 


The Vulgate Latin Edition has it, 


Atque hoc modo mundus luſtrabit immundum tertio 
& ſeptimo die, expiatuſque die ſeptimo lavabit & ſe & 
veſtimenta ſua, & immundus erit uſque ad veſperum. 


Our commun Engliſh Tranſlation runs thus, 


And the clean Perſon ſhall ſprinkle upon the Unclean on 
the third Day, and on the ſeventh Day : and on the ſeventh 
Day he ſhall purifie himſelf, aud waſh bis Clothes and bathe 
himſelf in Water, and ſhall be clean at Even, 


I think that the Senſe of all theſe Verſions is, that the 
unclean Perſon, after his Sprinkling, on the ſeventh 
Day, was to waſh his Garments, and bathe himſelf in 
W ater. 

In the firſt of them, do not the Words dp«yriSicra, 
TAvuva, AzceTet, all relate in common Conſtruction to the 
Pr ſon next before mentioned, viz. rhe Unclean ;, and do 
not the Words next after them, x) dd vapro; Fat ds dci, 
plainly favour that Conſtructivn? 1 

. n 
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In the ſecond, does not abluet ille /e aqua relate to the 
eum next preceding, and does not that eum evidently 
denote the Sprinkled, not the Sprinkler? 

In the third is it not ſaid, Expiatus lavabit & ſe S 


veſtimenta ſua, and does not that Word Expiatus plainly 


ſignify the Perſon ſprinkled? 

In our Engliſh Tranſlation, does not the Relative he 
naturally refer to the neareſt perſonal Antecedent, and 
is not that the Unclean ? 

But the Vindicator tells us, that in Verſe 21, It is 
* ordained as a perpetual Statute, that he that ſprink leth 
the Water of Separation, ſhall waſh his Clothes.“ But 


| how this proves that it was ſo ordained in the 19th Verſe 


he has not ſhewn us : Beſides, it may be obſerved, that 
the Sprinkler, Verſe 21, was only to waſh his Clothes : 
But the Sprinkled, Verſe 19, was to waſh his Clothes and 
bathe himſelf in Water. This the Yindicator imagines re- 
lates to the Sprinkler, not the Sprinkled, and ſays, that 
the Sprinkled were cleanſed without any more ado.” 
Which Conceit of his abſurdly ſuppoſes a greater De- 
gree of Cleanſing to be neceſſary for the clean Perſon 


than for the Unclean. 


The Vindicator pag. 8. ſtill inſiſts, that the Word 
carries in Mark vii. 4. ſignifies Sprinkling ; though J 
had cited ſeveral Texts proving that the Things there 
mentioned were by the Liw directed to be waſhed. He 
now again quotes our Saviour's Words, Luke xi. 39, 40. 


And the Lord ſaid unto him, Now do you Phariſe:s make 


clean the Oulſide of the Cup and Platter, but your inward 


Part is full of Ravening and Wickedneſs. Ye Fools, did 
not he that made that which is without, make that which is 
within alſo. And then queries thus, Now will any 
Man of common Senſe from theſe Words judge other- 
« wiſe than that theſe Veſſels had only an outward Clean, 
ing? Does not the Letter of the Text as plainly fay 
* ſo as Words can expreſs?* To the former of theſe 
Queries I anfwer, that it is poſſible for Men of as good 
Senſe as he has good Manners to judge otherwiſe. To the 


latter, I muſt tell him the Texc doth not plainly ay fe. 
B Re Bat 


(10). 


But it plainly-ſays, Now, in this cafe of waſhing your 
Hands, ye Phariſees do no other than make clean the Out- 
fide of the Cup and Platter, but your inward Part is full 
of Ravening and Wickedneſs, And I till think as I faid 
in my Reply, p. 6, 7. our Saviour © condemned their 
Want of inward Purity by a proverbial Speech ground- 
© ed on the acknowledg'd Abſurdity of waſhing Cups 
and Platters on the Outſide only.“ So that 'tis not I, 
but the Vindicator, who takes away” the Foundation 
* which Chriſt went upon in the Reproof of their Hy- 
« pocriſy,* for if the ſprinkling the Outſide only of the 
Cup and Platter had been all that was required in cleanſ- 
ing them, there could have been nothing reprovable in 
ſuch a Practice, and conſequently no Foundation thence 
for ſuch a Reprehenſion. | 
As to the Words Sud Camrioutt Heb. ix. 10. I ſhew'd 
him in my Reply, p. 4. that © the Word diverſe there 
* doth not neceflarily relate to different Manners of 
« Waſhing, but to the different Occaſions on which they 
« waſhed, and that diverſe Waſbings might be after one 
Manner, viz. by Immerſion.“ To this he now ſays, 
Vind. p. 10, * Where ſeveral things are cleanſed after the 
* ſame Manner, their Cleanſing cannot properly be cal- 
led diverſe, for though the Occaſions of Cleanſing be 
different, yet the Cleanſing it ſelf is but one, as being 
done all one Way.“ He ſhould have added and at one 
Time; without which all he has ſaid is nothing to the 
Purpoſe. For he knows that the Waſhings mentioned 
in the Texts I cited, were at different Times, as well as 
upon different Occaſions. 3 
But he ſays, Vind. p. 11. that as Sprinkling was one 
© of theſe diverſe Waſhings here referred to, and that 
they are all expreſſed by the general Word Ba 7 
« Baptiſms; ſo it muſt evidently follow that Barrio ws 
* muſt include Sprinkling in its general Notion, which 
vas the Thing to be proved.“ In this, I apprehend 
he deals fallaciouſly. The Point is not what the Words 
Jud pc pos Ca ria diverſe Baptiſms or Dippings may include, 
when Dipping, Waſhing, Rinſing, Purging, and Sprink- 
ling, 
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ling, are all together ſpoken of; but the Point incum- 
bent on him to prove is, that Sprinkling when uſed alone 
is Baptiſm : For though where all theſe Applications of 
Water are at one and the ſame Time intended or menti- 
oned together, the Word Baptiſm or Dipping, being of 
a larger and more extenſive Signification than any of the 
reſt, may poſſibly include them all; yet it will not fol- 
low that the Word 8prink/e, being of the leaſt Significa- 
tion there, may imply Dipping, which is of the largeſt. 
He argues in this Place juſt as rationally as if he had told 
us, that becauſe a Gallon of Water includes a Pint, a 
Spoonful; a Drop; therefore every Pint, Spoonful, and 
Drop, muſt denote a Gallon. But could he have prov'd, 
what I am perſuaded he never can, that Sprinkling ſingly 
or alone is Lon called Baptiſm, it would not a whit ad- 
vance his Cauſe ; for the diverſe Baptiſms here mentioned 
are called, without Exception, carnal Ordinances impoſed 
until the Time of Reformation, viz. the Time of the Goſpel 
Diſpenſation, under which they ceaſe and are vaniſhed a- 
way. And the Queſtion I asked him before is ſtill very 
pertinent, viz. If theſe carnal Ordinances of Dipping, 
« Waſhing, ſprinkling with Water, had been perpetuated 
* by Chriſt's Command, with what Propriety could 
the Apoſtle here treat of them as only impoſed until the 
* Time of Reformation? This Queſtion, he knows 
why, he evades at preſent, and only ſays, it will fall un- 
der Conſideration in another Place; but is not ſo kind as 
to tell his Reader in what Place. | 

I ſhewed him in my Reply, p. 9. that the Text © Jai. 
Iii. 15. ſpeaks not of Sprinkling with Water, but with 
« Aſtoniſhment,? and that both the Septuagint, and 
Junius and Tremellius, have ſo render'd it. To this he 
anſwers, Vind. p. 12. I find the Criticks on the Place 
differ very much about it.“ Which is very probable, 
it being uſual with them ſo to do. He adds, And I 
* BELIEVE the Replier is not a greater Maſter in Criti- 
< ciſm than they.” In this I concurr with him, but can't 
think the inſerting that Article of his Faith has any Re- 


lation to the Point in debate. | 
B 2 The 
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The Vindicator concludes his firſt Section with theſe 
Words, As to what the Replier ſays about the inward 
0 Cleanſing that follows this Sprinkling, it is juſt the 
very lame that we attribute to Water- baptiſm as the 
« genuine Effects of it. p 

What I then ſaid I ſhall tranſcribe from Reply, pag. q. 
where having recited the Text Ezek. xxxvi. 25. Then 
will I ſprinkle clean Water upon you and ye ſhall be clean, 
I ſaid, Theſe Words are indeed expreſt in legal Terms, 
but the Evangelical Senſe of them is plainly and fully 
ſubjoined in the Words next following; From all your 
Filtbineſi and from all your Idols will I cleanſe you; a new 
Heart alſo will I give you, and a new Spirit will I pu-, 
* within you, and I will take away the ſtony Heart out oj 
your Fleſh, and I will give you an Heart of Fleſh. And 
I will put my Spirit within you, and cauſe you to walk in 
* my Statutes, and ye ſhall keep my Judgments and do them. 
The Cleanſing here ſpoken of is an inward Work, a 
Purgation and Renovation of the Heart, the Effect of 
the Operation of the Holy Spirit within, I will put 
my Spirit within them.“ This inward Cleanſing which 
the Text plainly aſcribes to the Holy Spirit, the Vindica- 
tor attributes to Water-baptiſm : Altho', as I obſerved 
in my Reply, of which he takes no Notice, Not only 
«Scripture and Reaſon, but the manifold Experience 


and Obſervation of the apparent Fruits of Thouſands, . « 


* who have been waſh'd or ſprinkled with Water, do 
s abundantly demonſtrate his Miſtake therein.“ 


SECT, 


* 
* 


S E CT. II. 


Concerning the Manner of Baptizing. 


HE. Texts which firſt fall under Conſideration in 
this Section are Rom. vi. 4. Ve are buried with him 
by Baptiſm into Death, and Coloſ. ii. 12. Buried with bim 
in Baptiſm. This Phraſe, buried by Baptiſm, the Vindi- 
or obſerves p. 13. could be taken in no Senſe ſo 
© conſiſtent, as putting the Perſon to be baptized un- ,,- 
der Water, which repreſents the Burial of him, and +* 
© therefore was an irrefragable Argument for Water 
„ baptiſm, as well as for the Manner of þaptizingt- 
By this Conſtruction of the Text he is, as I oh 
fore, pulling down his own Houſe with his . . 
for if theſe Texts were, as he ſays, an irrer rn N 
gument for the Manner of Baptizing, viz. in put be 74 
Perſon under Water, would they not be an irre | 
Argument againſt himſelf, whoſe Practice of wikis 
calls Baptiſm is in quite another Manner, viz. by SM 
ling? In my Reply, p. 10. I told him, that to me thi 
« Texts carry another Senſe, and ſeem not to treat of S 
Water- baptiſm at all, and accordingly ſhewed him 12 
the Drift and Scope of the Apoſtle's Diſcourſe, which » 2 
the Vindicator is ſo tar from finding fault with, that he 
kindly condeſcends to grant me all that I contend for; but 
at the ſame Time propoſes ſome Queſtions: which I ſhall ' ** 
endeavour to anſwer ; his firſt Query is, It the A | 
« ſtle's Diſcourſe does not ſuppoſe and allude to the baps 
< tized Perſon's being put under Water, which is here 
term'd his Burial by Baptiſm: And if ſo, is it not 
taken for granted, is it not evident Fact, that the 
< Apoſtles then baptized with Water? Anftoer, It 
appears to me, that theſe Texts treas not of being b4p-  _ 
lied into Water, but of being baphzed into Chriſt Fes, K 
mY | which a 


— 
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which the Apoſtle thus explains, Rom. vi. 3. Know ye 
not that ſo many of us as were baptized into Feſus Chriſt, 
Were baptized into his Death : By this Baptiſm into his Death 
we are ſaid to be buried with him, by the ſame figurative 
way of ſpeaking as in Verſe 6, aur ald Man is ſaid to be 
crucified with him, by which Phraſe is expreſly denoted 
a Deſtruction of the Body of Sin, that henceforth we ſhould 
not ſerve Sin. That the Metaphors Baptize and Baptiſm 
in thele Texts might allude to the Practice of Water- 
baptiſm well known to have been uſed among the Fews, 
as well as by John the Baptiſt and ſome of Chriſt's Diſci- 
ples, we deny not; — this doth not prove the 
A poſt les to be then in the Practice of Water: baptiſm: 
But the Apoſtle's Diſcourſe here plainly ſhews, that a 
being baptized into Chriſt, is not by Baptiſm into Water, 
but by Baptiſm into his Death, viz. a being dead unto Sin, 
but alive unto God through Jeſus Chriſt our Lord. His 
ſecond Query is, * If there. had not been ſuch a Prac- 


_ © riceſubliſting in thoſe Days, as this way of baptizing, 


« would ever the Apoſtle have ſuppoſed it or referred 
< to it, or the People have underſtood him? Anſwer, 
If it was well known in thoſe Days that ſuch a Practice 
once ſubſiſted, the Apoſtle might as well refer to it, 
and the People as wel] underſtand him, as if it had then 
ſubſiſted. His bird Query, being only a Repetition of 
his ſecond in other Words, needs no other Reply. 

Theſe Texts then, though the Words may allude to 
the Practice of Water-baptiſm, moſt plainly ſhew ano- 
ther kind of Baptiſm, viz. a Conformity to the Death 
and Reſurrection of Chriſt, by our being buried, not 
under Water, but unto Sin, and a being raiſed again, 
not out of the ater, but unto Newneſs of Life. 
- The Yindicator (till inſiſts, p. 15. that the Circumciſion 
of Chriſt, mentioned Colef. ii. 11, 12. is to be underſtood 
of FWater-baptiſm. But the Text it fclf* is expreſly a- 

inſt him, which explains it to be, he putting off the 

dy of the Sins of the Fleſh, which Water baptiſm is 
not; beſide tis ſaid to be, '«y«porimror, made without 
Hands, and I dare ſay, the Vindicator will neyer ſhew, 


that Water-baptiſm is ſo made. The 


615) 


The Baptiſm, or Circumciſion of Chriſt, is not made 
with Hands, but ſpiritual ; ſo Juſtin Martyr, as cited 
by Dr. Wall, tells Trypho the Few, Ker nuds of di TETE 
Tpxoghoarrts 70 if, © raurù v u Tdpte Tape dCousr refer 
TONY, A’ AVE AATIONY WY "Eva Y 01 He iuAatave We al- 
fo who by him have had Acceſs to God, bave not receiv'd this 
carnal Circumciſion, but the ſpirituat Circumciſion, which 
Enoch and thoſe like him obſerved. The Vindicator, 1 
ſuppoſe, will not undertake to prove that Enoch and 
sboſe like him were in the Practice of Water-baptifm. 

The Vindicator, p. 16. after reciting the Text Rom. 
ii. 28, 29. He is not a Jew which is one outwardly, neither 
is that Circumciſion which is outward in the Fleſh, but be 
is a Jew who is one inwardly, and Circumciſion is that of 
the Heart in the Spirit, and not in the Letter, whoſe Praiſe 
is not of Men but of God. ſays, That there was an 
« inward as well as an outward Circumciſion,“ and that 
© the eutward Circumciſion was not to be omitted,“ 
which might indeed have been the Caſe during the Con- 
tinuance of the Legal Diſpenſation; but when the Apo- 
ftle wrote this, the Caſe was alter*d, and the outward 
Circumciſion was to be omitted under the pure and 
fpiritual Diſpenſation of the Goſpel; a Diſpenſation of 
Subſtance, not of Ceremonies, And ſeeing Water- 
baptiſm was a meer external and ſhadowy Ceremony, 
as well as Circumciſion, the Argument of the Apoſtle 
is as concluſive for the Ceſſation of the one as of the 
other. 88. 
In my firſt Anſwer to him I had obſerved, that it 
« Chriſt had inſtituted any Warter-baprtiſm at all, he 
« would never have left it to be Matter of perpetual 
« Diſpute and Altercation, to whom, by whom, where, 
© when, and after what Manner it ſhould be adminiſtred- 
He in his Defence anſwer'd, * That the 0 whom and by 
© whom were determined, for as to the to whom, all Na- 
« tions were to be baptized, and as to the by whom, the 
* Commiſſion was given to the Apoſtles. Vbich An- 


fu en, 
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wer, I ſaid in my Reply, was far from proving that an 


Man now has it. This Reply he takes home to himſelf, 
and ſays, Vind. p. 17. I replied that they (viz. himſelf 
and his Brethren) cannot prove that now a-days they have 
Commiſſion to baptize. Well, how does he perform this ? 
He ſays, That the Apoſtles had Succeſſors, which 
were and are the Biſhops, the primitive Writers abun- 
« dantly tyſtity.” How is that poſſible ? The primitive 
Writers mlght indeed trace a Succeſſion of the Biſhops 
which were in their Times : But how could they trace 
a Succeſſion of Biſhops which now are ? Certainly, this 


are either crept in inadvertently, or the Vindicator muſt 


ſuppoſe that the primitive Writers were favour'd with a 
ſpecial Revelation for the Diſcovery of ſo important a 
Pedigree through a Futurity of ſo many Ages. Now 
let's hear what theſe primitive Writers ſay : He firſt 
cites Clemens in his Epiſtle ro the Corinthians ſaying, 
The Apoſtles having it revealed by our Lord Jeſus 
« Chriſt that Contentions would ariſe about the Name 
of Biſhop, for this reaſon ordained Biſhops and Dea- 
< cons, and gave them this Precept, that upon their 
Death other approved Men ſhould ſucceed in their Mi- 
niſtry. The next is Jrenæus, We can reckon up 
thoſe who by the Apoſtles were made Biſhops in the 
Churches, and their Succeſſors to our own Times.” 
Perhaps the Vindicator took our own Times in this Place 
for the preſent Times, inſtead of thoſe of Trenens. 
They would have them perfect and unreprovable in all 
Things whom they left to be their Succeſſors. Could 
our Clergy have derived their Succeſſion through a Line 
of ſuch good Men, they need not have ſaid, as in the 
26th Article of Religion, That“ ſometime the Evil 
© have chief Authority in the Adminiſtration of the 
Word and Sacraments.* His third Writer is Tertul- 
lian, whom he cites, ſpeaking of Baptiſm, thus, That 
« the Chief Prieſt, (meaning the Biſhop) has Power to 
give it, and from him Presbyters and Deacons.” 

From 


® The Words of Chrift are, Men gather not Grapes of Thorns, Sr. 7 


(17). 

From the Teſtimonies produced he infers, Vnd p. 18. 
that * it is plain, that the Apoſtles had ſome to ſucceed 
them in the ſeveral Functions of their Miniſtry, which 
© if they had the Commiſſion to baprize, given by Chriſt, 
muſt of courſe deſcend to them, and to all others whom 
they conſtituted to perform it.” Here he ſtops, but 
ſhould have proceeded, could he have ſeen his Way, to 
ſhew that himſelf and his Brethren are the Perſons ſo 
conſtituted, without which, all he has ſaid is nothing to 
the Purpoſe. | | 

He proceeds next to Scripture Teſtimony in Proof of 
this pretended Succeſſion , the Texts he cites or refers 
to, are Mat. xxvill. 20. And lo, I am with you alway, 
unto the End of the World. John xx. 21. As my Father 
ſent me, ſo ſend Tyou. 1 Tim. ii. 2. The Things that thou 
haſt heard of me among many Witneſſes, the ſame commit thou 
to faithful Men, who ſhall be able to teach others alſo. 

Theſe Texts he produces as proving a ſtanding Suc- 
ceſſion of Miniſters outwardly called and ordained by 
Men ; a Matter to which they have no Relation, as 
may appear by duly conſidering them. 

Mat. xxviii. 20. And lo, I am with you alway, even 
unto the End of the World. Chriſt himſelf had throughly 
explicated the Manner of his Preſence with them 7o the 
End of the World, in theſe Words, John xiv. 16. And [ 
will pray the Father and he ſhall give you ancther Comforter, 
that he may abide with you for ever, even the Spirit of Truth. 
From this Spirit of Truth, ever abiding with them, the 
true Evangelical Miniſters receive their Commiſſion, 
not by ary outward Ordination or Succeſſion from 
Men, but Chrilt himſelf ſends them, as his Father ſent 
him. . | . 

Jobn xx. 21, Chriſt ſays, As my Father ſent me, ſo ſend 
Lyon. But how did his Father fend him? By putting 
his Spirit upon him? Mar. xi. 18. J will put my, Spirit 
«pou him, and be ſhall ſhew Judgment to the G:ntiles. And 
accordingly he ſent tus Diſciples, by putting his Spirit up- 
on them, John xx. 22. He breathed on them and ſaith unto 
them, receive ve the Iloly Ghoſt. *Tis from the Inſpiration 
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of the holy. Spirit that all true Evangelical Miniſters 
have their Miſſion. Tis the Lord of the Harveſt only 


that ſends forth Labourers into his Harveſt. 
2 Tim. ii. 2. The Apoſtle Paul ſays to Timothy, The 


Things thou haſt heard of me among many Witneſſes, the 


ſame commit thou to faithful Men, who ſhall be able to teach 


others alſo. This Text contains an Exhortation to T:i- 
mothy to be ſtrong in the Grace that is in Chriſt Feſus, and 
ta preach the Doctrine of the Goſpel, {ignifying, that thro” 


his Miniſtry faithful Men ſhould be raiſed up, and made 


able alſo to teach others, Here's not a Word of human 


Ordination: The plain Import of the Place is, that 
faithful Men ſhould be made able, through the Aſſiſtance 


of the holy Spirit, 20 teach others. But remarkable is the 
Vindicator's Perverſion of this Text when he ſays, * Ti- 
* mothy had a Power delegated to him from St. Paul to 
deliver over that ſacred Depoſitum of divine Truths 
to ſuch Perſons as he thought worthy to be truſted 
* with it; or, in other Words, to ordain thoſe he 
thought worthy to the Miniſtry.* So that by leaving 
out the Words of the Text faithful Men, and inſerting 
the Words, ſuch Perſons as he (Timothy) thought worthy, 
the Vindicator attempts to diſcard the Call of the holy Spi- 
rit, and to introduce an human Ordination, depending, 
on the Judgment and Will of Man. But, pray, what 
does the Vindicator mean by that ſacred Depoſitum of 
divine Truths,“ which only ſome Perſons were wor- 
thy to be truſted with ? ? Was not the Goſpel to be 
reached to all Nations? Are not the divine Truths 


thereof exhibited to all? Is there any peculiar Depoſitum 


of divine Truths to be communicated to a particular Set 
of Menexcluſive of all others? Either let him ſhew us from 
the Doctrine of the New Teſtament what this Depo/itum 
is ; or he will have no juſt Cauſe to blame us for thinking 
it a meer Pretence of Empirick Divines, who, like Quacks 
in Phyſick, endeavour to raiſe unto themſelves a Repura- 
tion among theVulgar, by ſpreading a meer Imagination. 
of their being in Poſſeſſion of a Noſtrum. 


That 


+ # ail 


That Promiſe of our Saviour, And lo, 1 am. with » 
alway, even unto the End of the World, ſhews the conti- 
nued Preſence of his holy Spirit to qualify, call, and 
ordain his Miniſters, whom in all Times he inſtructs and 
ſends in one and the ſame manner, on one and the ſame. 
Errand, viz, To turn Men from Darkneſs to Light, Mi- 
niſters hus called and ſent need no human Ordination; 
and unleſs they be thus ſent, their Commiſſion from 
Men is vain. Men indeed may ſend one another on their 
own Errands, to preach up human Inventions and empty 
Ceremonies, ſuch as Infant-ſprinkling appears to be ; and 

Miniſters ſo ſent may proſelyte others to the Party and 
Intereſt of themſelves and thoſe who ſend them : Bur the 
Miniſters of Chriſt have neither Part nor Lot in this matter. 
Chriſt, ever preſent with them, ſends them on another 
Meſſage, namely, to direct all Nations to his holy Spi- 
rit, the alone Goſpel Baptizer and Purifier of the Souls 
of Men, through the Blood of Chriſt, purging ibeir Con- 
ſciences from dead Works to ſerve the living Gd. 
From what is before ſaid, I think 'tis plain, the Yin- 
dicalor has yet left it very obſcure and undetermin'd, 
both o whom, and by whom, Water-bapriſm is now a-days 
to be adminiſtred : As to the Time when, the Place 
where, and the Manner how, he plainly owns them, p.20, 
21, to be left undetermined, and ſays, they were only 
Circumſtances, and do not enter into the Nature 
of the Thing.“ But in that he miſtakes, for the Na- 
ture of the Thing is circumſtantial. Water · baptiſm it 
ſelf is but an external Ceremony, and conſiſts of Cir- 
cumſtances. Alter the Circumſtances and the Thing it 
ſelf is changed. Take them away, and it is not. *Tis 
therefore apparent, that Chriſt did not inſtirute Water- 
baptiſm, becauſe he neither mentions Maler, nor deter- 
min'd the Circumſtances whereof that Ceremony muſt 
conſiſt. The Vindicator indeed aſſerts, that Men are 
not left under Obſcurity or Confuſion,” notwithſtand- 
ing ſuch Uncertainty. But that Aſſertion of his is more 
than ſufficiently contradicted by the Variety of Opinions 


and contentious Diſputes that are known to have been 
C2 about 
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about it, to the Reproach of the Chriſtian Religion, and 
the Neglect of the true ſpiritual Baptiſm, which would 
have ſanctified their Hearts, and have influenced their 
Converſations to a Conduct more agreeable to the Goſ- 
pel of Peace. | 
Againſt our interpreting the Commiſſion of Chriſt, 


Mat. xxviii. 19. to relate to this ſpiritual Baptiſm, he 


queries, Is it in any Man's Power now, or was it in any 
Man's Power heretofore, to baptize with the Holy 
* Ghoſt?* To which I anſwer, that though the Bap- 
tiſm with the holy Ghoſt, or purifying of the Heart, is 
not to be effefted by meer human Power; yet it pleaſed 
God, and ſtil] doth pleaſe him, to accompany the Mi- 
niſtry of thoſe he ſends with the Power of his own Spirit, 


and to make them the inſtrumental Means in his Hand 


to perform, what otherwiſe they could not by any hu- 
man Power have effected: Thus the Miniſters of Chriſt 


are ſent by him, as Paul was, to tyrn Men Den Darkneſs 


zo Light, and from the Power of Satan unto God, that they 
may receive Forgiveneſs of Sins; which yet neither is nor 
was within the Reach of meer human Power to perform. 


But is it not ſtrange that this Vindicator, whom I ſup- 


poſe to be a Miniſter of the Church of Exgland, ſhould 
ask ſuch a Queſtion? Let me propoſe a like Query to 
himſelf : Is it in any Man's Power now, or was it in any 


Man's Power heretofore, to forgive Sins ? Certainly it 


is not: Yet do not himſelf and his Brethren ordinarily in 


their Viſitations of the Sick pronounce theſe Words ? 


By his [Chriſt's] Authority committed unto me I ab- 
« ſolve thee from all thy Sins in the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the holy Ghoſt” Now ' tis 
God only that can abſolve from Sin; yet does the Miniſter 
pronounce that himſelf does it by Virtue of that Autho- 
rity from Chriſt which he pretends to, (perhaps preſump- 
tuouſly ) but which the Apoſtles certainly had, and 


might therefore bap!ize with the holy Ghoſt. 


The Vindicator queries again, Will it not be a great 


'« Abſurdity to be baptized with the holy Ghoſt in the 
Name of the holy Ghoſt ** This is an Abſurdity of 


his 


. n 


-his own making, which the Text gives no ground for. 
I ſuppoſe he will allow that the Word Baptizing, by a 
plain and eaſy Metaphor, 22 ſignify Converting, and 
tis eaſy to ſhew, that in the Name of any one doth fre- 
quently import by bis Power or Authority, The Text 
> way without the leaſt Abſurdity or Tautology, will read 
thus, Go ye therefore and teach all Nations, converting them 
from their Sins, in the Name (or by the Power) of the Fa- 
ther, and of the Son, and of the ly Ghoſt. This Ren- 
dring is very agreeable with the Account of this Com- 
miſſion given in Lute xxiv. 47. where our Saviour men- 
tions not the Word baptizing, but ſays, that Repentance 
and Remiſſion of Sins ſhould be preached in his Name, or by 
his Power, not their own : Which allo exactly correſ- 
ponds with the Saying of the Apoſtle Paul, 1 Cor, i. 
14. Chriſt ſent me not to baptize, but to preach the Goſpel. 
But the Vindicator tells us, by way of Query, p. 23. 
that the Apoſtles were vi/ible Creatures, and were to do 
an outward viſible Thing, to teach all Nations, Which 
is very true: But he ſuppoſes they were to do another 
* outward viſible Action, viz. to baftize with Vater; 
and that they were to utter audible Words, and to 
« pronounce this Baptiſm to be in the Name of the Fa- 
ther, Son, and holy Ghoſt.” In which I cannot agree 
wich bim; firſt, becauſe it doth not appear by Scrip- 
ture, that ever any of the Apoſtles did audibly pronounce 
that Form of Words in Baptiſm: And ſecondly, Baptiz- 
7 ing is here mentioned as concomitant with their Preacb- 
ing, not as another outward Action to be ſeparately per- 
formed. Now, though the ſpiritual Baptiſm, or inward 
Cleanſing the Hearts of their Hearers, did accompany their 
Miniſtry, through the Power of God preſent with them, 
yet was not that Power reſtricted to their Preachings or 
any external Performances, nor is under any particular 
Limitations of Time, Place, Manner, or any outward 
human Method of Adminiſtration. - The Vind, ſays our 
Saviour, bloweth where it liſteib, and thou heareſt tbe 
Sound thereof, but canſt not tell whence it cometh, nor whi- 
ſber it goeth : So is every one that is born pf the Spirit. 
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In p. 24, 25, and to the End of this Section, he treats 
of the Text Mat. iii. 12. Whoſe Fan is in his Hand, and 
he will throughly purge his Floor, and gather his Wheat 
into the Garner ; but will burn up the Chaff with unquench- 
able Fire; of which Words I had ſaid in my Reply, p. 
16. that * they have a Connexion with and Relation to 
the foregoing Words, he ſhall baptize you with the holy 
< Ghoſt and with Fire.“ The Vindicator now tells us 
what we well knew before, that * Commentators refer 
this Text either to the Deſtruction of the eus, or a 
Separation of good Men at the Day of Judgment.“ 


Their Authority weighs little in a Caſe they can't agree 


about. Had he ſhewn wherein I had miſinterpreted this 
Text, or that the Senſe I gave of it was not agreeable to 
the Predictions of the Prophets by me cited concerning 
the Meſfab, he had done ſomething. © But he cannot 
reaſonably expect, that the Concurrence of this Text 
with the Predictions of the ancient Prophets, ſhould 
carry leſs weight with me than the diſagreeing Sentiments 
of ſome modern Commentators. | en 
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SECT. II. 
Concerning Chriſt's Commiſſion 10 baptize. 
HE Vindicator in his former Defence had urg'd me 
to ſhew any manifeſt A bſurdity in interpreting the 


Text Mat. xxviii. 19, of Water-baptiſm, which ac- 
cordingly I endeavoured in my Reply, p. 19, 20, to do, 


by arguing as follows, viz. 


1. To be admitted into the Chriftian Church is to be 


. put into a Siaſe of Holineſs : Now that which makes 


© a Man neither more holy nor leſs wicked than he was 
before, cannot put him into a State of Holineſs : But 
« outward waſhing with Water neither makes a Man 
more holy nor leſs wicked than he was before: And 

* conſequently 
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c conſequently "tis abſurd to ſuppoſe, that Water-bap- 
« tiſm is a neceflary Means of Admiſſion into Chriſt's 
Church. | | 

2. Whatſoever Chriſt inſtituted, was in order to 

anſwer the great End of his Coming into the World, 

which was to /ave bis People from their Sins, Mat. i. 21. 
But outward waſhing with Water conduces not to the 

taking away Sin: Therefore 'tis abſurd to ſuppoſe, 

that outward waſhing with Water is any Inſtitution of 

Chriſt, | | | 
3. Chriſt did not inſtitute the very ſame Thing 
which he came to aboliſh : But Y/ater-bapti/m was one 

of thoſe ritual ceremonial and carnal Ordinances of the 

Fews which he came to aboliſh : Confequently- *cis 

abſurd ro ſuppoſe, that he inſtituted it. 

4. The Apoſtle Paul thanked God that he had bap- 
«© tized fo few of the Corinthians, 1 Cor. i. 14. Now if 
« Chriſt had commanded Water-baptiſm, is it not a 
plain Abſurdity to ſuppoſe, that the Apoſtle thanked 
God that he had ſo ſeldom executed Chriſt's Com- 
« mand ?? | 

To the firſt of theſe Arguments the indicator ob- 
jects, that there is a Defect in Form,“ and that it is 
not a © right Categorical Syllogiſm,“ which may be very 
true, for *rwas never intended ſo to be: The Replier 
never meant to confine himſelf to Logical Niceties. Tis 
enough for him that the Conſequences he draws, though 
not ſubtil nor ſophiſtical, are plain and natural. The 
Vindicator ſays indeed, that the Replier changed the 
Terms of his minor Propofition in his Concluſion, and 
puts Water-baptiſm inſtead of outward waſhing with 
Mater.“ I was indeed ſo ignorant as to think, that 
Water baptiſm and outward waſhing with Water were one 
and the ſame Thing But this /#btil Log cian, after an 
Addition of his own to one of theſe Terms only, aſſerts, 
p. 29, that * outward waſhing with Water, ſimply con- 
* ſidered, and Water-baptiſm, are two different Things,? 
Now that Difference is of his own making, by a Fallacy 
which any Man, not blinded with Logic, may diſcover, 

by 
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by putting his Addition to the other Term alſo; for 
then outward n_ with Water, ſimply conſidered, 
and Water-baptiim, ſimply conſidered, are ſtil] but one 
Thing, which to common Capacities would be a ſuffici- 
ent Proof that they were but one Thing before. But he 
does not well to ſlander me, in ſaying that I deny that 
Baptiſm is the Means to make us more holy ;, for what I ſaid 
| related only to Water-baptiſm, which at the moſt is but 
i a Sign of that Baptiſm which makes Men holy. I admit 
1 that the Baptiſm which Chriſt inſtituted, makes Men 
| holy; but deny that to be Water-baptiſm becauſe it 
makes not holy. Tis obſervable that the Vindicator is 
himſelf frequently culpable of what he cauſleſly charg'd 
me with, viz. a Changing of Terms, and ſhifting from 
Baptiſm to Water-baptiſm, uſing thoſe Terms promiſcu- 
ouſly without Diſtinction, to cover his attributing to 
Water-baptiſm, the Sign, that which is ſpoken only of 
Baptiſm, the Subſtance or Thing ſignified. He grants, 
that the waſhing with Water, conſidered in it ſelf, can 
have no internal Effect upon the Soul,“ in which I 
agree with him; but he adds, Yet it may by Chriſt's 
Ordinance be an inſtituted Means to that End,” What 
may be, may not be; *tis his buſineſs to prove that it 
is ſo, He proceeds, The outward Circumciſion 
« practiſed by the eus, abſtractedly conſidered, could 
no way affect the Mind, and yet by God's Appoint- 
ment it plainly did.* He does not, and I ſuppoſe can- 
not, produce any Text of Scripture proving this Point, 
viz. That God did appoint outward Circumciſion to affect 
 zhe Mind. I take it therefore for his bare /ay ſo. He 
goes on thus, The River Jordan could not ot its ſelf, 
* or by its own Virtue cure Naaman of his Leproſy, 
nor waſhing in the Pool of Siloam reſtore Sight to t 
Blind, and yet theſe, by the concurring Power and 
i Operation of God, effected theſe Cures: Even ſo 
\ |, - © waſhing the Body in Baptiſm may, and does, by the 
Wi « ſame Power and Operation of God, purify and heal 
< all the MaJadies of our Souls.“ Here he aſcribes to 
1 Water -Baptiſm now a- days, the ſame miraculous Power 


by 
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by which Naaman was cured, and the Blind reſtored to 
Sight; and. thereby (as I obſerved in the Preface to my 
© Reply) doth contradict our Adverſaries darling Notion, 
that Miracles are ceaſed. ' But his Compariſon doth not 
hold; for the Cures of Naaman, and of the blind Man, 
were viſible and apparent to all that knew them, both 
before and after, and the Truth of the Miracles wrought 
was confirm'd by the Evidence of their Senſes. But in 
the Caſe of Water-baptiſm, the clear Teſtimony and 
Evidence of the Senſes of thoſe who know many of the 
Perſons concerned, directly contradict the Yindicator's 
Aſſertion, and plainly prove that no Cure at all is 
wrought, but that they continue, notwithſtanding their 


Water-baptiſm, as prophane, as leprous, and as full of 


Maladies, as if they had never been waſhed at all. 

We are next to conſider the Texts he produces to 
prove that Water- baptiſm makes Men holy. | 

1. Epheſ. v. 23, 26. Even as Chriſt alſo loved the 
Church, and gave himſelf for it, that he might ſanctiſy and 
cleanſe it, with the waſhing of Water, by theWord. That the 
Cleanſing here ſpoken of is not outward Waſhing may 
appear by comparing the Text with a parallel Expreſſion 
of the ſame Apoſtle, Til us ii. 14. bo gave himſelf for 
us, that he might redeem us from all Iniquity,, and purify 
unto himſelf a peculiar People, zealous of good Works. 
Where no mention is made of Water. The Words 
waſhing with Water by the Word are but a figurative Ex- 
preſſion, denoting the cleanſing Quality of the Word, 
not outward i ater ; as the ſincere Milk of the Word, 1 
Pet. ii. 2. denotes not outward Milk, but the comforting 
and ſtrengthening Quality of the Word. 

2. 1 Cor. vi. 11. But ye are waſhed, but ye are ſantti- 
fied, but ye are juſtified, in the Name of the Lord Jeſus, 
and by the Spirit of our God, The Vindicator tells us, that 
* ſome Commentators iay, that to be all theſe in the 
Name of the Lord, is to be ſo by taking upon them 
the Profe ſſion of the Chriſtian Religion in Baptiſm.” 
A groſs Conceit ; which admits no Diſtinction betwixt 


the Shell and the Kernel of Religion; betwixt the * 
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how he proves that born of Water, Jo 
underſtood of Water-baptiſm. * I think, ſays be, the 
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of Chriſtianity and the Nature of it; betwixt Water-bap- 
tiſn, the Shadow, and real Baptiſm, the very Subſtance 


of Chriſtianity ; but would make the Hypocrite a Saint, 


and reconcile, if poſſible, Chriſt with Belial. But the 


manifeft Purport of the Apoſtle's Diſcourſe in that 
Place, is to recommend real and fubſtantial Holineſs, not 
the bare Name or Profeſſion of it. | 

3. Acts ii. 38. Repent and be baptized every one of you, 
in the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, for the Remiſſion of Sins, and 
we ſhall receive the Gift of the holy. Ghoſt. . Here then, 
97 the Vindicaior, the Reception of the holy Ghoſt is 


an Efett of Baptiſm.” He ſhould have ſaid, had he 
argued fairly, of Water-baptiſm. But that would not 


have agreed with his own next Words, viz. * Now 
« where that bleſſed Spirit is received into our Hearts, 
there, no doubt in the World, but we are made holy 
by it.“ In which he ſays true, but againſt himſelf ; 


for if ſuch Holineſs be through the Work of the bleſſed 


Spirit in our Hearts, *tis not to be aſcribed to outward 
waſhing with Water. 
4. John iii. 5. Except a Man be born of Water, and of 


the Spirit, he cannot enter into the Kingdom of God, Here, 


* ſays the V indicator, the Replier allows that to be made 
holy is an Effect of being born of the Spirit, and if to 
be born of Water, in this Place, be meant Baj1i/m 


© with Water, as ſhall be proved afterwards, then Ho- 


* lineſs is to be aſcribed to Bapti/m.” He ſhould have 
added with Water. But in this Argument he has chang'd 
his Terms more than once; the Term being born of the 
Spirit in his Major Propoſition is turn'd into being born 
of Water in his Minor, and the Term Baptiſm with Ma- 
ter in his Minor Propoſition, is turn'd into Baptiſm witli- 
out mentioning Water in his Concluſion. But perhaps 


 ſoexpert a Logician, versd in Academical Learning, may 


be indulg'd a Liberty, which in a Quaker he would cer- 
tainly call Chopping of Logick, and ſternly reprove, with 
a Ne Sutor ultra Crepidam: But let that pals, and obſcrve 

bn iii. 5. is to be 
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© next Text will make it appear,“ and then cites Titus 
iii. 5. He ſaved us by the waſhing of Regeneration and the 
Renewing of the holy Ghoſt. But that this waſhing of Re- 
2 is Water-baptiſin he proves not, except by tel- 
ing us, that Dr. Vall obſerves that the Ancient Fathers 
uſed it in that Senſe, But as their Opinion can be no Rule 
to us; we had better interpret this Text by comparing 
it with other Paſſages of the inſpired Writers in hol 
Writ. The Waſhing here ſpoken of is that by whic 
Chriſt ſaves us. Of his Mercy be ſaved us by the Waſhi 
of Regeneration, a parallel Expreſſion to which we find, 
. 1, 5. He loved us, and waſhed us from our Sins in his 
own Blood. Or, as it is in Heb. ix. 16, He put away 
Sin by the Sacrifice of himſelf. The Scripture doth not 
attribute the Waſhing by which we are ſaved to outtward 
or Elementary Water, but to the Blood of Chriſt. The 
Apoſtle Peter alſo has an Expreſſion of the very ſame 
Import with the Text under Conſideration, viz. 1 Pet. 
i. 2, Ele, through Sanitification of the Spirit unto Obedi- 
ence, and Sprinkling of the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt. Where 
the Word Elect ſignifies the ſame with ſaved: The ſprink- 
ling of the Blood of Chriſt, the ſame with {he waſhing of 
Regeneration; and the Sanctification of the Spirit unto 
Obedience, the ſame with the Renewing of the holy Ghoſt. 
It the Ancient Fathers did uſe the Word Regeneration 
for Water-bapti/m, yet *tis apparent the inſpired Writers 
of holy Scripture did not uſe the Word in that Senſe 3 
whence it is natural to infer, that thoſe Fathers were 
early degenerated, and had entertained Notions very dit- 
ferent from thoſe of the Apoſtles : And that what Dr. 
Wall ſays of two of them may very probably be true of 
more, that They were (tho' very learned Men) ſin- 
6 — in their Opinions, and fe} into great and mon- 
* ſtrous Errors in the Faith.“ And *tis certainly no 
ſmall Error to aſcribe the taking away of Sin, the pure 
and ſpiritual Effect of the Blood of Chriſt, to any Crea- 
ture, or any Thing of a meer external and elementary 
Nature. {NP Having 


* Wall's Hiflory of Infant Baptiſm, p. 2a, 
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Having thus clear*d my fr/t Argument from the Vin- 
dicators Objections, I proceed to the ſecond, viz. * What- 
< ever Chriſt inſtituted was in order to anſwer the great 

| | End of his Coming into the World, which was to 
| l © ſave his People from their Sins, Mat. i. 21. But outward 
[| £ waſhing with Water conduces not to the raking away 
© Sin: Therefore *tis abſurd to ſuppoſe, that out- 
« ward waſhing with Water is any Inſtitution of Chriſt.“ 
| Here the Vindicator again ſchools me for blundering 
| in Logick: And I, as becomes me, humbly ſubmit to 
his ſuperior Judgment in point of Form, and patiently | 
attend his Objections to the Matter of my Argument; 
which he ſmartly attacks p. 32, thus, Det us ſee whe- 
ther Water-baptiſm does not take away Sin.“ To 
ove that it does, he proceeds, Now Sin may be con- 
©. fidered either as Original or Actual.“ He knows that 
Infants, the Subjects of what he pra ctiſes as Water-bap- 
tiſm, have no actual Sin to take away; and therefore 
inſiſts upon what he calls Original Sin, and ſays, That 
there is an original Corruption in our Natures, called 
« in Latin, Peccatum Originis, Birth-fin, is plain from 
« P/al. li. 5. and Rom. v. 12.“ and other Texts which he 
refers to. He ſays allo p. 33. That Hfants having 
s contracted a Guilt from the Womb, they are liable to 
< Puniſhment for the ſame; unleſs it be taken away.” 
He queries, © How the Guilt of this Original Sin is taken 
< away, and we are put into a ſalvable State? For, /ays 
he, till ſuch Time as this is done, we are in a very de- 
ſperate Condition, and without God's gracious and 
© uncovenanted Mercy, liable to Damnation.“ This 
Doctrine is the Baſis and Foundation of the pretended Ne- 
ceſſity of baptizing Infants with Water. Remove the 
Foundation and the Building falls. This Doctrine then 
is directly contrary to the whole Tenour of the Goſpel, 
| | which is a Covenant of the Mercy of God exhibited to 
Wi! every Creature under Heaven, Col. i. 23. A Covenant 
Wit of common Salvation, by which all Mankind, without 
! Exception, are put into a ſatvable State; God will have 
ff ALL Men to be ſaved, 1 Tim. ii. 4 Chriſt gave 3 
bt * | 2 BY. A Nau- 
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a Ranſom for Al U., Verſ. 6. God is the Saviour of Art 


Men, 1 Tim. iv. 10. The Body of Feſus Chriſt was offer- 
ed once for AI, Heb. x. 10. He by the Grace of God 
taſted Death for every Man, Heb. ii. 9. I am far from 
the Vindicator's Opinion, that * Infants are, or ever were, 
liable to Puniſhment for Guilt contracted from the 
Womb: * Yet were that Aſſertion as true, as I think 
it falſe and antiſcriptural, *cis clear from Scripture, that 
all ſuch Guilt is * away and removed by the Death 
of Chriſt, who hath put away Sin by the Sacrifice of him- 
ſelf, Heb. ix. 26. by Virtue of which Sacrifice, all 
Mankind are now born, and continue in a State of Re- 
conciliation with God, until they become alienated by 
actual Tranſgreſſion; for as faith the Apoſtle, -2 Cor. v. 
19. God was in Chriſt reconciling the World unto himſelf, 
not imputing their Treſpaſſes unto them, To determine 
therefore, that all Infants, dying before actual Tranſ- 
greſſion, are undoubtedly ſaved, is not © to be wiſe a- 
* bovg what is written.” There is very good reaſon to 
think, that ſome Men do willingly countenance, amon 
the People this erroneous Notion of an imaginary Guilr 
where none is, for the Sake of their own Intereſt, in ad- 
miniſtring to innocent Infants a Ceremony to them alto- 
gether unneceflary ; ſeeing they are without it in a State 
of Grace, under the covenanted Mercy of God, ſecure 
from Condemnation, and Partakers of the great Salva- 
tion that's come by Jeſus Chriſt, the Propitiation for the 
Sins of the whole World, 1 John ii. 5. 

But ſeeing the Vindicator has recited ſome Texts, and 
referred to others, to prove this abſurd Doctrine of the 
Imputation of Original Sin to Infants, let us conſider 
them. Pal. li. 5. Behold, Twas ſhapen in Iniquity, ant 
in Sin did my Mother conceive me. In which, the Sin feems 
rather aſcribed to the Mother than the Child. 

2. Rom. v. 12. Wherefore as by one Man Sin entre 
into the World, and Death by Sin, and ſo Death paſſed up- 
en all Men, for that all have ſinned. The Force of this 
Text, as applied by him, is fully' taken away in the 
ſame Chapter, Verſe 15, If through the Offence of One 


— 
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many be dead, much more the Grace of God, and the Gift 

by Grace, which is by one Man Jeſus Chriſt, hath abound- 

ed unto many, And Verſe 18, As by the Offence of One 
adgment came «pon. all Men unto Condemnation , even 
if o by the Righteouſneſs of One, the free Gift came upon all 

14 Men unto Fuſt ification of Life. 

| 3. Gen. vi. 5. And God ſaw that the Wickedneſs of Man 
was great in the Earth, and that every Imagination of the 
Thoughts of his Hear! was only evil continually. No this 
relates to Original or Birth-ſin, is not eaſie to diſcover, 
unleſs the Vindicator will ſuppoſe, that they were work: 
ing, and contriving Wickedneſs, as ſoon as they were 
born. ; 55 
4. Job. xiv. 4. Ibo can bring a clean Thing out of an 
unclean ? This, the Septuagiut Verſion renders thus, 
Tis yp xd.$apes Ear dm? puns M Adels, For who is clean from 
Pollution, not one. Which Text, if ſpoken at all of In- 
fants, ſpeaks of them in a State from which they are 
redeem'd by Chriſt. 

5. Rom. xiii. 10. &c. in which Chapter I cannot per- 
ceive any Thing relating to this Subject. 

6, Rom. v. 14. Nevertheleſs Death reigned from Adam 
to Moſcs: But then read Verſe 21, As Sin hath reigned 
unto Death, even ſo might Grace reign through Righteou/- 
reſs unto eternal Life by Feſus Chriſt our Lord. 

7. Epheſ. ii. 3. And were by Nature the Children of 
Wrath even as others. In which Place the Context ma- 
nifeſtly ſhews, that the Apoſtle ſpeaks not at all of Ori- 
ginal or Birth- ſin, but of actual Tranſgreſſion, of a 
State wherein tbey had their Converſation in Times paſt in 
the Luſts of the Fleſh, fulfilling the Deſires of the Fleſh and 
of the Mind. | 

_- He cites, pag. 33, 34. ſeveral Texts to prove that 
Water- baptiim takes away Sin, as As ii. 38. Eph. v. 
126. Tit. iii. 5. Rom. vi. 3, 4. Jobn iii. 5, All which, 
that they relate not to Water-baptiſm we have already 
Jewn. For as himſelf truly ſays p. 33. Nov it is by 
the Aſſiſtance of the holy Ghoſt that we overcome all 
Sin and arrive at a State of Holineſs, for of our meer 

I « /elves 
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ſelves we are able to do nothing, but it is this divine Spi- 
rit that works in us both to will and to do of bis good Plea- 
« ſure. In which he ſays well, but much againſt him- 
ſelt ; who aſcribes overcoming Sin, and entring into a 
State of Holineſs, to Mater baptiſm, an outward Cere- 
mony, which of our own meer ſelves we are able either to 
do or leave undone. The Words waſh away thy Sins, 
Acdls xxii. 16, cannot mean Water baptiſm, becauſe, as 
we have already ſhewn, the Scripture aſcribes ſuch 
waſhing to the Blood of Chriſt, The Vindicaior mentions 
one Text more, p. 34. and ſays, We are ſaid by it (Wa- 
* ter- baptiſm) 20 put on Chriſt, Gal. iii. 27. But to ſhew 
his Miſtake herein, let us conſider the Import of the 
Phraſe put on Chriſt ; which is interpreted by the Apo- 
{tle himſelf, Rom. xiii. 14. to be the not making Provi- 
ſion for the Fleſh to fulfil the Luſts thereof, The Words of 
the Text, Gal. iii. 27. are, As many of you as are baptized 
into Chriſi have put on Chriſt ; I preſume the Vindicator 
will hardly venture to affirm of all who are baptized 
with Water, tha! ibey make no Proviſion for 'the Fieſh to 
fulfil the Luſts — 
Vind. pag. 34. he attacks my third Argument, viz. 
Chriſt did not inſtitute the ſame Thing which he came 
to aboliſh ; but Water-baptiſm was one of thoſe ritual, 
ceremonial, and carnal Ordinances of the Jews which 
he came to aboliſh ; conſequently it is abſurd to ſup- 
pole that he inſtituted it.“ In anſwer to this he inſinu- 
ates, that Baptiſm tor Proſelyſiſin was not that Law which 
God inſtituted, but a meer Tradition of the Jes which 
they had no divine Command for when they took up the 
Uſage of it; whence he infers, that © it Chriſt did abo- 
* liſh the other diverſe Waſhings for the different Sorts 
of Unclcanneſs which were inſtituted by God's Com- 
mand to Moſes, he could not be ſaid to aboliſh this 
which had no ſuch politive Inſtitution.“ And ſays, 
That 'tis probable our Saviour, aboliſhing thoſe dif- 
« ferent Waſhings, did ſelect Baptiſm for Proſelytiſm, 
and inſtitute ic ior an higher End' Agen, Our 
& Saviour, as he built the Chriſtian on the Jewiſh Cho 
« ſure 


. 


— — 


{ 32 


c ſure mig bi adopt one Rite from the many in it, the more 
c readily to gain the Jes, eſpecially when he added a 
c peculiar Virtue and Efficacy to it, and improved it 
from a Ceremony into a Sacrament.” Again, © Tho” 
< the Ceremonial Law, which was a Shadow of good 
Things to come, did ceaſe of courſe by the Coming 
of Chriſt, yet he might continue one peculiar Signifi- 
« cative Rite in Uſe among the Fews, by giving it a 
«* freſh Sanction and Eſtabliſhment, and improving it 
to a much nobler Deſign than it was uſed for under 
< the Zewiſþ Church, without the Imputation of a groſs 
Abſurdity.“ Which laſt Words would inſinuate a 
groſs, tho*ſly, Abuſe of me, who am far from apply- 
ing the Word abſurd to any Inſtitution of Chriſt ; tho? I 
might, and did very properly, apply it to the Vindica- 
tors miſtaken Suppoſitions concerning what I do not ad- 
mit to be ſo. Tis obſervable, that in the Paſſages laſt 
cited, he expreſſes himſelf with a more than ordinary 
Degree of Caution; putting the Iſſue of the main Point 
he ought to prove upon ſuch Probabilities and Poſſi bi- 
lities, as have no ſolid Foundation. For though he may 

ſay, tis probable, yet *tis indeed highly improbable, 
that our Saviour ſhould ſelect, and with a peculiar Ho- 
nour prefer a Traditional Ceremony of the Ferws before 
thoſe of Divine Appointment ; that he ſhould aboliſh 
thoſe Yaſhings which God inſtituted, and add a peculiar 
Virtue and Efficacy to that which the 7ews of their own 
Superſtition had invented. This is groſs enough; but 
obſerve what follows: He does not barely ſuppoſe, 
but rakes for granted, that Chriſt built the Chriſtian on 
the Fewiſh Church. A bold Aſſertion, but contradicto- 
ry to Scripture, which aſſures us that the Church is built 
upon Chriſt himſelf ; the Apoſtle Paul is expreſs in 
this Point, and ſays, Other Foundation can no Man lay, 

tban that is laid, which is Feſus Chriſt, 1 Cor. iii, 11. 
But the Vindicator ſubſtitutes another Foundation, viz. 
the Fewiſh Church. Henceforth I ſhall not wonder to 
hear a Man, that hath ſuch antiſcriptural Notions of the 
Chriſtian Cnurch's Foundation, expreſs never ſo groſs 
Scatiments concerning the Superſtructure. 
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However, as he has here prov'd nothing, either of 
his Aſſertions or Suppoſitions, my Argument continues 
in its full Force. 

He comes at length, p. 35, to my fourth Argument, 
viz, * The Apoſtle Paul thanked God he had baptized 
< ſo few of the Corinthians, 1 Cor. i. 14. Now, if 
« Chriſt had commanded Water-baptiſm, is it not a 

plain Abſurdity to ſuppoſe, that the Apoſtle thanked 
God that he had ſo ſeldom executed Chriſt's Command?“ 
The Vindicator acknowledges that this Text, taken by 
it ſelf, might be the Foundation of a plauſible Argu- 
ment againſt Water-baptiſm ; but will have the Con- 
text to import otherwiſe : He tells us, That there were 
great Diviſions among the Corinthians,* occaſioned by 
* adhering to their reſpective Baptizers,* and that St. 
Paul therefore, becauſe he had converted and baptized 
ſo few, thanks God, not for that, but becauſe he had 
not been an Inſtrument in the Separation then on foot.“ 
This ſhews, that Water-baptiſm was accounted the 
Badge of a Sect or Party of Men, for which Reaſon the 
Apoſtle ſeldom us'd it, leſt he ſhould be thought to ſtek 
the Gaining Proſclytes to himſelf : A Reaſon not ſuffi» 
_ cient to have excus'd him in the Omiſſion of an expreſs 
Command of Chriſt, and therefore ro put- the Matter 
out of doubt, ke ſays poſitively, Verſe 17, Chriſt ſent 


* 


me not to baptixe. Which ſhews, that the Commiſſion 


of Chriſt, Mat. xix. 27. related not to Water- baptiſm. 
What the Yirdicator ſays of Paul's baptizing with Water 
many in the Churches of Mia and Macedonia, is gratis 
dictum; and needs no Reply, the Scriptures Silence there- 
in juſtly reproving his Loquacity, 

The YVindicator's next Attempt is to anſwer a large 
Quotation I had cited from &. Barclays Apology, which 
he firſt prudently contracts into a 2 Lines, ſeeing it 
eaſter to leave out that Author's Reafoning than to con- 
fute it. The Point he ought'to prove is, That Mater- 
_* baptiſm, a CARNAL ORDINANCE in the Time of the 
Law, is now become @ Spiritual One.“ But inftead of 
that, he . on the Neceſſity of continuing that carnal 

E Ordinance 
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| Ordinance under the Goſpel, by telling us, pag. 39, 
that the Church being a viſible Society, ſomething 
viſible muſt be done to admit a Member into it. Sup- 
pole this were true, for it is not Scriptural, yet his 
ſomething would prove nothing, becauſe what he ſays 
would be equally applicable to any vifible Ad whatioe- 
ver. He adds, The Fewi/h Church had Circumciſion 
appointed for that End.“ What then? As the 
* Chriſtian, /ays be, is no other than a Superſtructure 
upon that, it muſt needs be very expedient, if not 
« neceſſary, that ſomething external, like that, mult 
« be inſtituted as a Means of Admiſſion into it.“ But if, 
as I have already prov'd by Scripture, his Aſſertion, 
That the Chriſtian Church is no other than a Super- 
« {truture-upon the Jewiſh,” be a groſs and fundamen- 
tal Error, all his Pretence of Expediency and Neceſſity 
falls to the Ground. His telling us, p. 39, That the 
Body is as much a Part of Man as his Soul, and is to 
© be ſaved as well as his Soul, and that the Sou} can 
* outwardly expreſs no Act of Religion but by the Bo- 
« dy,” is very far from ſhewing, that waſhing of the 
Body has any Effect upon the Soul: 'I is indeed true, 
as himſelf ſays, that the Soul is the Seat of Religion,“ 
and it follows from thence, that through it Religion is 
communicated to the Body, which otherwiſe has none. 
Its Speeches, - Bowings, Kneelings, Proftrations, or 
other Poſtures, are applicable to various, ſometimes 
very wicked, Purpoſes, and have no real Concern in 
Religion, till the Soul becomes religious, and makes a 
proper Application of them. Our Adverſaries then, 
in calling a meer external Act, as Water-baptiſm is, a 
Means of Admiſſion into Chriſtianity, ſeem to make 
the Body the Scat of Religion inſtead of the Soul: But 
alas, they ſtrive againſt the Stream of true Religion, 
which runs the contrary Way. The Spirit of God is the 
Source, Spring and Fountain of Life and Salvation, from 
which iſſueth that River, mentioned by the P/almiſt, the 
Streams whereof makeglad the City of God, Pal. xlvi. 4. 
The Chriſtian Baptiſm is a ſpiritual Waſhing in thoſe 
oo Streams 
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Streams, which cleanſe out firſt that which is within the 
Cup and Platter, the Corruptions and Defilements of the 
Heart; and thence flow farther to the waſhing of the 
Body, that he Outſide may be clean alſo : By this the 
Souls of the Faithful experience their Hearts ſprinkled 
from an evil Conſcience, and their Bodies waſhed with pure 
Water, Heb. x. 22. Theſe Streams, firſt waſh the Soul, 
and then the Body. The Soul being firſt cleanſed from 
Sin, and having its Inclinations and Deſires turned from 
Earthly, and ſet upon Heavenly Things, the Members. 
allo of the Body become ſubſervient to the Purpoſes of 
Righteouſneſs and Holineſs, Rom. vi. 19, And thus, not 
only the Souls, but the Bodies of the Saints, are preſen- 
ted a living Sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God, which is 
their reaſonable Service, Rom. xii. 1. And they become 
enabled 7o glorify God in their Bodies and in their Spirit, 
which are God's, 1 Cor, vi. 20. This, as the Scriptures 
abundantly ſhew, is the Courſe of the Current of the 
River of Life, which cannot be turn'd or alter'd by 
Men's Inventions. The Sanctication of the Church is 
aſcribed to this WATER, Epheſ. v. 26. where Chriſt is 
ſaid to /andify and cleanſe it with the Waſhing of Water by 
the Word. The fame Work of Sanfification is aſcribed 
to the SPIRIT, 1 Pei. i. 2. Tis allo aſcribed to the 
Boop of Chriſt, Rev. i. 5. who waſhed us from our Sins 
in bis own Blood, Which Oneneſs of Effect on the Souls 
of Men, plainly ſhews, that in the Scripture Phraſe, 
thoſe Terms Water, Spirit, Blood, when applied to an 
inward Cleanſing from Sin, are Hnonomous, and of the 
ſame ſpiritual Import, according to that Saying of the 
beloved Diſciple, x John v. 8. There are three that bear 
Witneſs in Earth, the Spirit, the Water, and the Blood, 
and theſe three as T3 irn, are to one, or the ſame, thing. 
This 1s the true Chriſtian Baptiſm, to which the holy 
Scripture aſcribes thoſe bleſſed Effects of being /an&ified 
and cleanſed, being /aved, putting on Chriſt, having our 
Sins forgiven, &c. All which purifying Work of the 
Holy Spirit, the Vindicator, from a dangerous Miſtake 
of the Senſe of holy 3 and groſs ** 
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of the Nature and Foundation af the Chriſtian Church, 
applies to an external Act of waſhing with Elementary 
Water, and is himſelf really guilty of what, p. 40, he 
falſly charges the Replier with, viz. © perplexing the 
« Cauſe in hand with Impertinence and Chicaneric, and 
« endeavouring to draw Parallels where there is no Equa- 
« lity-of Compariſon,” F- + 

He next comes to. treat of Chriſt's baptizing with 
Water; the Text Jobn iv. 2. is poſitive, that 7% bi 
ſeif baptized not; but the Vindicator has aſſerted that 1 - 
is probable he baptized himſelf, A direct Contradiction 
to the Text; in which, till he ſhall honeftly acknow- 
ledge it, we mult leave him; and proceed, to the Pra- 
ctice of Chriſt's Diſciples both before and after his 
Aſcenſion, which he urges as a firong Argument for Wa- 
ter· baptiſm; though, as I ſhew'd him in my Reply, p. 
25. of which he takes no Notice, himſelf will not ad- 
mit the Force of it in a Caſe exactly parallel. 

That the firſt Zewyh Converts did continue in the 
Practice of the Rites of that Religion after Chriſt's Aſcen- 
ion, he denies not, but owns, p. 49, that the Multi- 
« tude of the believing Jews did continue zealous of the 
Law. Yet, ſays he, the more wiſe and moderate 
among them were not ſo very tenacious of their Rites 
« as to incorporate all of them with Chriſtianity, but 
that they might, and did, after a more mature Conſi- 
« deration, and a fuller Conviction, leave them entirely 
off.“ Which is the very Caſe, as we apprehend, con- 
cerning Water-baptiſin, which though they might practiſe 
for a Time, was not to be incorporated into Chriſtianity, 
but upon a maturer Conſideration and fuller Conviction, 
to heeleft off. And accordingly: we find the Apoſtle 
Paul, after he had for ſome Time practiſed that 
Rite, gives this ſubſtantial Reaſon for his leaving it off, 
viz. Chriſt ſent me not to baptize, but to preach the Goſpel. 
W hich Declaration plainly ſhews the Reverſe of what the 
Vindicator, p. 50, inſiſts on, and proves that the Apo- 
ſtles Practice, in adminiſtring Water. baptiſm, was not 
to be followed, ſeeing that he, who was not behind the 
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Chief of the Apoſtles, being under an infallible Con- 


duct, has given ſo ſubſtantial a Reaſon for irs Ceſſaticn, 


In his following Paragraphs, p. 50, 51, 52, he ex- 
erts himſelf, and talks in the exalted Stile of the Phari- 


ſees of old, and endeavours to run down Tradeſmen and 


Mechanicks, like them who ſaid, This People who know 
not the Law are curſed, His Diſcourſe here diſcovers 
more Heat than Reaſon ; when he is cool 'twill need no 


Anſwer. Bur he has dropt a very unguarded Expreſſion, 


51. concerning Chriſf®s Religion, "that indeed it 
< would have been Hereſy, unlets it had been proved 
true by Signs and Wonders.“ I ſhall take no Ad- 
vantage of what I think he has inadvertently let fall, 
only deſire him, at his Leiſure, either to retract or ex- 
plain it. His unmannerly, becauſe unſeaſonable, Flirt 
at the Quaters, about denying the Reſurrection of the 
Body, deſerves no Notice; I can aſſure him, they believe 
in that Point juſt as they think the Apoſtle Paul did. 

In p. 28, 29, of my Reply, I granted the Truth of his 
own Words, viz. * That though we are to worſhip God 
in Spirit, yet it is not excluſive of bodily Service; and 
© as God is the Maker of our Bodies as well as our Souls, 
ſo he is to have the Worſhip and Honour of both.” 
This he inſinuates, Vind. p. 52, to be a granting of all 
that he contended for: Whereas [ have ſhew'd him the 
very contrary, and that the Words — Service were 
by him miſinterpreted, and uſed in a Senſe quite foreign 
to that of the Texts he quoted. If the Reader will de 
pleaſed to turn to the Pages of my Reply laſt refer'd to, 
he will ſee whether the Vindicator has not tacitly given 
up one main Point in the preſent Controverſy. * 

In his Vindication, p. 53, he pretends to free "Wmſelf 
of a Contradiction charged, by explaining his Aſſertion, 
© That there was a Baptiſm with Water practiſed by out 
* Saviour's Diſciples without the Spirit.“ But how does 
he explain it? By telling us, that “the ordinary Gifts 
of the Spirit were conveyed in Baptiſm, but the Ex- 
* traordinary by Impoſition of Hands.“ But how the 
ordinary Gifts of the Spirit can be communicated without 
the Spirit, is ſtill left unexplained, The 
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The next Thing he objects to, p. 53, is my ſaying, 
that © Circumciſion and Water-baptiſm were equally Rites 
« of Initiation into the 7ewiſhb Church; what therefore 
< the Apoſtle ſaid of the One of them, is alike applica- 
ble to the Other.“ And then goes on to ſhew that 
they were not of equal Antiquity,* nor the One in- 
« ſeparably attendant to the Other.” Which I never 
ſaid they were. Thus is he pleaſed to buſy himſelf : 


But after all, in p. 55, he acknowledges that © Outward 


« Baptiſm of Water is of no real Benefit without the in- 
« ward Baptiſm with the Spirit.“ In which he ſays well, 
but miſtakes in aſſerting, that * if we would have the in- 
« ternal Baptiſm, we muſt have the External likewiſe.? 
For certainly the Sign and the Subſtance are not of equal 
Neceſſity. He again cites Colof. ii. 11. and ſays, p. 56, 
that by the Circumcifion made without Hands, Bap- 
« tiſm is plainly meant,“ but ſhould have conſidered, 
that Water-baptiſm 1s made with Hands, and therefore 
cannot be there meant. The Baptiſm there meant, is 
the real putting off the Body of the Sins of the Fleſh, which 
Water- baptiſm is not. 


—_ 


SECT. IV. 


Of the Baptiſm of the Eunuch and Cornelius. 


HE YVindicator, who in his former Defence, had con- 
ſidered the Eunuch either as a meer Gentile, or a 
Proſelyte of the Covenant; now tells us, p. 61, that 
« there is the greateſt reaſon to believe that he was either 


_ © a Proſelyte of the Covenant, or a natural Few,” but 


has not refuted the Opinion of Godin, who ranks him 
among the Proſelytes of the Gate It appears, from the 
Variety of Opinions adduced concerning him, that *tis 
uncertain what he was : We ſhall therefore wave any 
farther Conjectures on that Head, and only conſider 

what 
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what elſe the Vindicator has advanced: He ſays, p. 64, 
All this great Apparatus to the baptizing of the Eu- 
nuch would not have been ſhewn, if there had not 
* been ſomething more in it than the waſhing this Perſon 
at his meer Requeſt.” The Text is ſo far from men- 
tioning any great Apparatus in the Caſe, that it relates 
the Matter of Baptizing as an accidental] Circumſtance 
adapted to a Notion the Eunuch had preconceived of 
the Uſe of ſuch a Ceremony. The Anſwer which Pbi- 
lip gave him ſeems to be by way of Condeſcenſion, hon 
may ſt; not in the Vindicalor's Stile of Neceflity, how 
muſt, Nor does it appear by the Text that © Philip was 
* ſent to baptize the Eunuch' with Water, but to oper 
the Scripture to him, and to preach unto him Jeſus. The 
Matter of his Water-baptiſm is related as an Incident 
happening as they went on their Way, a Thing not en- 
join'd by Philip, but comply'd with. | | 

As to what the Vindicator ſays, that St. Paul, tho' 
« ſent extraordinarily by God to be an Apoſtle to the 
* Gentiles, needed firſt ro be baptized before he entred 
on the Office,“ As ix. 15—18. That Text is not 
neceſſarily to be underſtood of Water - baptiſm, for in 
Verſe 17, Ananias declares, that he was ſent to Paul, 
that he might receive his Sight, and be filled with the holy 
Ghoſt, The Words, be baptized, in this Place, are in- 
terpreted by the Apoſtle himſelt by this Phraſe, Yaſh 
away thy Sins, Acts xxii. 16, which not being predica- 
ble of Water-baptiſm, plainly ſhews, that it is not the 
Baptiſm here intended. | 

The Vindicator comes, p. 65, to the Caſe of Peter 
and Cornelius, and ſpends two or three Pages in repeat- 
ing the Subſtance of what he had before argued in his 
Defence, concluding, p. 68. as he had done before, that 
the Water · baptiſm adminiſtred to Cornelius * was not a 
Fewiſb, but a Chriſtian Baptiſm.“ He acknowledges 
that © he has paſſed over ſome (I think many) things re- 
« lating to Cornelius mentioned in the Reply,“ becaule, 
48 1 think, he deſpair'd of Succeſs in medling with them: 
The Reader may again peruſe them in p. 36, 27. 39, of 


my 


40 


my Reply. I ſhall content my ſelf with repeating but 
one of them, as it is in p. 47, * Thoſe Converts, 70 
« wit, Cornelius and his Company, had already receiv- 
ed the Chriſtian Baptiſm, viz. the Gift of the holy Ghoſt : 
© And therefore to call the Water-baptiſm atterward 
adminiſt red, Chriſtian Baptiſm, is to make two Chri- 
« {tian Baptiſms in force at one Time, contrary to the 
Words of the Apoſtle, Epheſ. iv. 5. One Lord, one 
« Faith, one Baptiſm.” This, and ſome other Things 
there, it was caſter to pals over than to anſwer. 

The next Point he is pleaſed to object to, are theſe Ex- 

reſſions of mine, viz. * The ſaving Faith of Jeſus 
« Chriſt properly denominates a Man a Chriſtian.” And 
A Man may be baptized with Water without being 
made a Chriſtian, and he may be made a Chriſtian 
< without being baptized with Water.” In anſwer to this 
he queries thus, I would ask the Replier where he reads, 
that Faith without Baptiſm makes a perfect Chriſtian ? ? 
To which I anſwer, What I aſſerted was not concerning 
Faith without Baptiſm, but concerning Faith without 
Water-baptiſm : But 'tis his Method to puzzle Things 
by a confuſed Uſe of Terms of a very different Signih- 
cation. I mult therefore diſtinguiſh what he confounds, 
and tell him, that though I do not think Water- baptiſm 
neceſſary to Salvation, yet I do believe Baptiſm is neceſ- 
ſary to that End. By Baptiſin, I underſtand the waſhing 
away of Sin, the cleanſing of the Soul, the purifying of the 
Heart, which is expreſly aſcribed to Faith, Acts xv. . 
For which reaſon I uſed the Term ſaving Faith, by which 
I underſtand baptizing, or purifying Faith : That Faith 
'to which the holy Scriptures attribute Life and Salvation. 
Heb. x. 38. The Fuſt ſhall live by Faith. Verle 39, We 
are of them that believe to the ſaving of the Soul. Acts 
xvi. 31, Believe on the Lord 7eſus Chriſt and thou ſhalt be 
ſaved. 1 Pet. 1.5. Who are kept by the Power of God 
through Faith unto Salvation, Verſe 9. Receiving the End 
of your Faith, even the Salvation of your Souls. This /a- 
ving Faith which includes the Chriſtian Baptiſm or real 
Cleanpng from Sin, is that which I ſay, properly denomu- 
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nates a Man a Chriſtian, and which may make him fo 
without being ba ptized with Water. 

To this clear Light of holy Scripture he oppoſes his 
own Suppoſitions. and Miſa pprehenſions of ſome Texts, 
« I think, /ays he, p. 69, the contrary will manif:ftly 
appear in ſuch Inſtances as I ſhal] produce, where Bap- 
* tiſm (he means Water-baptiſm) did follow upon the 
* Profeſſion of ſuch a Faith, and which if it had not 
© been ordinarily neceſſary to make a Man a Chriſtian, 
* we cannot ſuppoſe it would have been fo conſtant! 
« practiſed.” The Texts he produces in favour of his 
Opinion are, Acts viii. 12, 13, When the Samaritans be- 
lieved Philip*s preaching the Things concerning the Kingdom 
of God, and the Name of Jeſus Chriſt, they were baptized, 
both Men and Women. Then Simon himſelf believed alſo 
and was baptized. Verl. 37, 38. Where after the Eu- 
nuch had profeſſed that Fejus Chriſt was the Son of God, 
hey went both down into the Water, both Philip and 
the Eunuch, and he baptized bim. Acts xvi. J1—33, 
And they, Paul and Silas, ſaid to the Failor, Believe on the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and thou ſhalt be ſaved and thy Houſe: 
And they ſpake unto him the Word of the Lord, and to all 
that were in his Houſe, and he took them the ſame Hour of 
the Night and waſhed their Stripes, and was baptized he 
and all his traightway. Mark xvi. 16. He that believeth 
and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved. The Text relating to 
Philip and the Eunuch we have before conſidered, and 
ſhewn that Philip did not enjoin Water- baptiſm as a Du- 
ty upon the Eunuch ; but permitted it in Condeſcenſion 
to his Deſire. In that concerning Paul and Silas, and the 
Jailor, cs plain, they lay the whole Streſs of the Salva- 
{ion of him and his Houle upon believing in the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, without faying a Word of Water-baptiſm : And 
that the Jailor and his Houle were baptized with Water, 
is not certain from the Text. That of Ads viii. 12, 13, 
we admit to be ſpoken of Water- baptiſm: But that of 
Mark xvi. 16. is ſpoken of the Baptiſm of the hely Ghoſt, 
the real Chriſtian Baptiſm, or ſpiritual Cleanſing trom 
Sin. To prove this, let it be conſidet'd the Text is very 
F expreſs 


—_ —— — 
0 ——— — 2 —— L— 
* Ky — 3 

— 


— — ̃ꝓ——— — — —E——w— — 


— — — 


—— — — I — --v  - —-— 


4 


expreſs, that Simon the Sorcerer believed and was bapti- 
Zed, bug notwithſtanding that, Peter pronounces him to 
be in i Gall of Bitterneſs, and in the Bond of Iniquity, 
Verſe 23. and conſequently not ſaved. Whence it fol- 
lows, that the Baptiſm Simon was baptized with, 7o wit, 
Water-baptiſm, was not the Baptiſm ſpoken of in Mark 
xvi, 16, of which *tis indefinitely ſaid, and without Ex- 
ception, He that believeth and i; baplized, all be ſaved. 
Wherefore the Baptiſm there mentioned, muſt be that 
of the Holy Ghoſt, viz. the uriyng of the Heart thr 
Faith. In which Senſe the 8 of the Text is, He 
that believeth and is ſanctiſed, all be ſaved ; wherein 
two Things neceſſary to Salvation, viz. Faub and Holi- 
neſs, which the holy Scripture feparately ſpeaks of as 
Cauſes /ine qud non, Heb. xi. 6. Without Faith it is im- 
Poſſible to pleaſe God. Heb. xii. 14. Without Holineſs no 
Man ſhall ſee the Lord, are conjoined, and go hand in 
hand in the Work of Salvation: And were both under- 
ſtood by me as comprehended under the; Term /aving 
Faith. Tis eaſy to obſerve, that the Manner of the 
Apoſtles, throughout their whole Writings, is to incul- 
cate theſe fwo Branches of Duty, Faith and Holineſs, as 
the only Things eſſential to Salvation; ſometimes Faith 
alone is mentioned, ſometimes Holineſs: T hole that 
with an humble and ſincere Mind do exerciſe themſelves 
in ſtudying and comparing of Scripture, 'may ſee how 
theſe Points, joined together in one, make a compleat 
Chriſtian ; and they that do not, will be in danger of 
mixing with the Terms of Salvation ſuch Things as are 
unneceſſary, and of tcaching for Doctrines the Tradi- 
tions of Men. | l 
In p. 71, he cites a Queſtion propos'd to him in my 
Reply, and remarks upon it thus, Here, no doubt, the 
« Replier thinks there is a notable Dilemma, which will 
certainly pinch hard for a Man to extricate himſelt out 
of.“ To which I ſhall only {oy, that, no doubt, the 
Vindicator thinks ſo too, and for that Reaſon does not 
anſwer it. However, ſince he propoſes me a Queition, 


I ſhall not follow his Example in cv.ading an .n{wer : 
II. 
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He queries, If the extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit 
made Cornelius a Chriſtian, how came he aſterwards 
to be baptized? I anſwer, that I think it was done 
in Condeſcenſion to thoſe Brethren of the Circumciſion 
who were preſent ; and not by Virtue of a Commiſſion 
from Chriſt: And my Reaſon for ſo thinking, is Peter's 
propoling to them this Queſtion, Can any Man forbid 
Water ? For if Chriſt had commanded their being bap- 
tized with Water, *tis not reaſonable to ſuppoſe the 
Apoſtle would have propoſed it as a Matter ſubject to 
the Prohibition of Man. 

His next Remark is p. 72, that in granting the Word 
Go, in Mat. xxviii. 19, to be expreſſed by a Participle 
in Greek, I have yielded up a Point which I would have 
made great Uſe of in this Diſpute.” But how he 
knows that, I can't tell. I think the Word is equally 
againſt him, whether it be render*d Going or Go ; either 
of them ſhews that the Commiſſion was given to thoſe 
who were to go forth, not to ſtay at home; and the Meſ- 
ſage they were ſent on imports as much, Either of them is 
a plain Indication that the Vindicator and his Brethren, 
wh go not forth, have no Part in this Commiſſion, or 
— that they are extremely negligent in the Performance 
Of It. 

I had ſaid in my Reply, that if both Baptizing and 
« Teaching muſt go to making Diſciples ; Subjects unca- 
pable of being taught cannot come under that eos 
nation.“ Here he buſies himſelf in making, I think, 
an unneceſſary Diſt inction between a natural and perma- 
nent Incapacity, and a preſent Incapacity: Be it which it 
will, my Remark was equally juſt, during ſuch Incapa- 
city, which was all I inſiſted on. So that what he, p. 74. 
calls my favourite Expreſſion of Subjects altogether in- 
capable, has but one Senſe,. true in Pack, and 
directly „ againſt him in this Debate.” 

Upon my ſaying, Reply p. 41, that * his (Peter's) 
< Commiſſion was to teach, in the faithful Diſcharge 
< whereof, he was favour'd with the Power and Efficacy 
of the holy Spirit accompanying him according to the 
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Promiſe of Chriſt, Lo, I am with you always to the 
End ef the World The Vindicator, p. 74, 75, thus 
expreſſes himſelf, | 

I doubt we cannot interpret this Promiſe of Chriſt's 
© Preſence with the Teachers of his Goſpel to the World's 
End, otherwiſe than of ſome ſtanding Benefit or laſt- 
ing Privilege to be claimed by the Chriſtian Church 
* in all Ages; and therefore we muſt not underſtand it 
of the extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit, beſtow'd only 
in the firſt Ages, nor apply it to the Caſe of Cornelius 
< abovementioned : For if theſe be allowed, will it not 
follow, that the ſame kind of Baptiſm with the Holy 
< Ghoſt, (viz. ſuch a Pouring forth of the Spirit as cna- 
< bled the Recipients to ſpeak with Tongues) muſt by 
« Virtue of this Promiſe be beſtowed in all Ages, where- 
ever the Goſpel ſhould be faithfully preached and 
received? To which I anſwer, that it doth not fo 
follow ; the particular and extraordinary Pourings forth 
of the Spirit, do not exclude the general and ordinary 
ones. Though we doubt not but that thoſe who in the 
primitive Times were enabled to ſpeak with Tongues 


and work Miracles were baptized with the holy Ghoſt,“ 


yet we do not think the Baptiſm of the holy Ghoſt confin- 
ed to them only, but extended to all the Faithful, even 
all thoſe whom God hath chen 40 Salvation through Sanfti- 
fication of the Spirit, and Belief of the Truth, 11 im. ii. 13. 

We do not underſtand the promiſed Preſence of 
Chriſt with his Miniſters to relate © tro miraculous Gifts 


only, nor yet to the ordinary Graces of the Spirit 


only,“ but to all ſuch Gifts of the Spirit as he is 
pleas'd to qualifie them with, for the Perfecting of the 
Saints, for the Work of the Miniſtry, for the Edifying of 
the Body of Chriſt, Eph. iv. 12. *Tis a ſtanding Pro- 
miſe through all Ages ; Chriſt is ever preſent with 
his faithful Servants, to enable them to the Work 
whereunto he calls them; dividing to every Man ſeve- 
rally as be will, 1 Cor. xii. 11. His Power is always 
the ſame, and as able to work Miracles now as ever: 
Nor are there any declared Limits of Time in N 

or 


9 
for the exerting that Power: Thoſe therefore who 
aſſert, that Miracles are ceaſed, preſume to be wiſe 
above what is written, and to teach others, what the 
holy Scriptures never taught them. n 

In p. 42. of my Reply, I charged him with two 
Miſtakes, One was, his aſſerting, that by all the Cir- 
cumſtances of the Hiſtory, Peter appeared ſurpriz*d 
* at that which had happen'd,* he now owns, tis 
not expreſly ſaid ſo, but refers himſelf ro the Reader's 
Judgment, to which I alſo willingly ſubmit. 
His other Miſtake was, in calling * the Baptiſm of 
the Holy Ghoſt and that of our Lord's Commiſſion 
to baptize all Nations, two different Sorts of Bap- 
« tiſm.* To this he now ſays, Vind, p. 76. 4 As the 
Replier himſelf allows John's Water-baptiſm to be of a 
« difterent Sort'from that of the Spirit, why may not I 
« ſay the ſame of Chriſt's Water-baptiſm? This Query 
is eaſily an{wer'd, by obſetving that Chriſt's Baptiſm 
was not Water-baptiſm, but is expreſly diſtinguiſhed 
from it by John the Bapriſt, I indeed, ſays he, have 
baptized with Water, but he ſhall baptize you with the 
Holy Ghoſt, Mark i. 8. Upon which Texts, as I did 
before in my Reply, p. 48, ſo I now again query, If 
Baptiſm with Water, and Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt, 
had not been two Baptiſms, with what Propriety could 
he have ſo diſtinguiſhed them ? Or, it Chriſt's Baptiſm 
had been alſo with Water, how could the Baptiſt have 
ſo appropriated that to himſelf? The YVindicator, as I 
apprehend, has not anſwer'd theſe Queries: He has in- 
| deed attempted them in Vind. p. 89, go, but in ſuch a 

Manner as proves nothing, unleſs it be the Diſtreſs he is 
in, who is oblig'd to lay the Weight of his Cauſe on the 
molt ſlender Suppoſitions, ſuch as are directly contrary 
to the Nature of the Goſpel Diſpenſation, viz. That 
our Saviour came, inſtead of aboliſhing, but to com- 
mute carnal Ordinances ; and inſtead of putting an End 
to Ceremonies, to exalt them to an higher Perfection. 


Suppoſitions, however antiſcriptural, not to be wondred * - 


at in him, who holds the Chriſtian Church lo be no —_ 
than 


(46) 
than a Superſtructure on the Jewiſh. Sce Vind. pag. 38. 

I took Notice in my Reply, p. 43, of a Difference be- 
tween Dr. Samuel Clark and the Author of the Defence, 
concerning Water-baptiſm 3; one making it antecedent, 
the other ſubſequent to the Gifts of the holy Spirit; which 
the Vindicator attempts to reconcile, by pretending, p. 
79, that it had Relation only to © an Antecedency and 
Subſequency of extraordinary Git.s, though the Paſ- 
ſage cited from the Doctor expreſly ſpeaks of the Gifts 
of the holy Ghoſt, whether they were extraordinary 
© or ordinary. 

He ſeems offended, p. 79, at my ſaying, that © the 
< purifying and ſanctify ing Gifts of the holy Spirit, which 
bare of a Nature purely ſpiritual, have in reality no Re- 
< lation to Water- baptiſm, a Ceremony meerly external 
© and carnal ; and that the Manner of communicating 
internal Sanctity by ſuch a meer external Application, 
is every way unintelligible and inexplicable.” As to 
the former Part of this, the Vindicator ſcems to acknow- 
ledge, that there is no real, phyſical, Relation, be- 
« tween Spirit and Water,“ but ſays, an Action per- 
* formed with Water may have a real, though it be a 
* moral Relation, by Appointment, to an Operation 
of the holy Spirit.” Suppoſing this poſſible, yet muſt 
ſuch Appointment be very expreſs, plain, and evident; 
which he hath not yet ſhewn that of Water-baptiſm to 
be. The latter Part he ſays he agrees with, but adds, 
What is this to the Purpoſe, if San#ity be notwith- 
* ſtanding communicated by means of external Appli- 
cation, there muſt be ſome kind of Relation between 
© the Means and the Effect, though we cannot define it.” 
And again, As to the Manner how it is communica- 
© ted, fince we are ſure of the Effect, it matters not.” 
But if there be no Sanctity communicated, if the Effect 
be not viſible nor demonſtrable, which, notwithſtanding = 
what he has faid, may be, and we think is, the very 
Truth of the Caſe ; how will he then prove the Relation 
ſuppoſed, ſceing no wiſe Man will accept his ſay ing, we 
are ſure of it, for a Reaſon ? * 
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He endeavours then to draw a Parallel between Teath» 
ing and baptizing with Water, and tells us, that © Teach» 
ing is no more than an external Application, and yer, 
that internal Sanctity may be conveyed by preaching 
« the Word.“ He ſhould have conſider'd, that tbe 
Teaching which is no more than an external Application, is 
a different Thing from preaching the Word. The preach- 
ing of the Goſpel was more than an external Application, 


it was in Demonſtration of the Spirit and of Power. 1 Cor, 


ji. 4. Our Goſpel came not unto you, as a meer external 
Application, in Word only, but, aiſo in Power and in ib 
boly Ghoſt, This Notion of the Vindicator's, that preach- 
ing the Goſpel is no more than an external Application, may 
be of dangerous Conſequence, by encouraging dead and 
lifeleſs Preachers to content themſelves only with an ex- 
ternal and formal Application of the Words of Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, without that Demonſtration of the 
Spirit and of Power,. which attends the true Miniſters 
of the Goſpel, and ſtrikes home upon the Conſciences of 
the Hearers by an internal and effectual Application of 
It, X23 | | 

I obſerved in my firſt Anſwer to him, that the Word 
« baptizeth, John i. 33, is uſed in the preſent Tenſe,” 
Upon which he remarks in his Defence, That the pre- 
« ſent Tenſe is often uſed for the Future, which is to 
follow ſoon, as «x#741, which is of the preſent Tenſc, 
is uſed for the Meſſiah to come.“ To which TI replied, ' 
that the Me/iah was then come, and perſonally pre- 
ſent. To which he now anſwers, Vind. p. 81, * Tho? 
the Meſſiah was already come, yet the Perion uſing 
the Word did not know it : * Which ſhews that the 
Caſe is not parallel, for John the Baptiſt did Know that 
Chriſt was come and baptized z. and faid unto. him, 1 
have. need ta be baptized of thee ; which Expreſſion ſeems 
evidently to import a Baptiſm which Chriſt did then bap- 
lige with, agreeable to the plain Senſe of the Word ap- 
tixeth, John i. 33. | 
I cannot (lays the Yindigator, p. 82, 83,) but re- 
mark, that if our Saviour baptized with ths Ol 
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« Ghoſt in his Life- time, and this Text (Jobn vii. 39. 
« that the holy Ghoſt was not given, becauſe Feſus was not 
« yet glorified) has Reference to the great Effuſſion of the 
« Spirit after Chriſt's Aſcenſion, they will contradict 
one another; for the one of them ſays, that there was 
« no giving of the Spirit in ſuch Abundance (which is 
« the ſame with not being baptized with the Spirit, As 
« 11.) til! Chriſt was glorified ; and the other ſays, that 
« Chriſt did baptize with the Spirit in his Life-time ; 
now how the Replier will reconcile theſe I cannot ap- 
« prehend.* I think them eaſily reconcileable : Does not 
the Vindicator himſelf acknowledge, p. 82, that the 
holy Ghoſt might in ſome meaſure be given in our 
Saviour's Life-time? ? It certainly was ſo, and accord- 
ingly the Text, John i. 33, ſpeaking of Chriſt in his 
Life-time, ſaith, The ſame is he which baptizeth with the 
holy Ghoſt. So that the Giving, Effuſion, or Pouring 
forth of the Spirit in a leſſer meaſure, is called Baptiſm 


with the holy Ghoſt, as well as the giving forth of the 


Spirit in greater Abundance is ſo called: From whence 


we may juſtly infer, that as the Degree of a Thing alters 


not the Nature of it, the Baptiſm of the holy Ghoſt, tho? 
aſcribed, As i. 5. to that abundant Pouring forth ot 
the Spirit on the Apoſtles, and thoſe aſſembled with 
them, on the Day of Pentecoſt, was not limited to that 
particular Effufion thereof, but is alſo applicable to the 

eneral Effuſion of the ſame Spirit, which, under the 
Goſpel Diſpenſation is promiſed, all be poured out upon 
all Fleſh. 

He calls upon me, p. 83, to prove that Criſpus and 
Gaius were circumciſed, as well as baptized with Water 
by Paul: A Point not to be determined on either Side, 
becauſe the Text is ſilent therein. — 

In p. 84, the Vindicator ſays, That the primitive 
Church had the ſame Eccleſiaſtical Officers that we 
© have now, viz. Biſhops, Presbyters or Elders, and 


© Deacons.” But he may know, that thoſe Words, as 


uſed in the holy Scriptures, do not neceſſarily infer ſo 
many diſtinct Offices: The Words Biſhop and Elder, 


as 


(49) 


as there uſed, ſeem frequently to denote one and the 
ſame Perſon : 'TheApoltle Peter exhorting the IMpsoCuriper, 
calls them in the next Verſe Enoxenivres, 1 Pet. v. 1, 2. 
The Apoſtle Paul callshimſelf a Deacon, 1 Cor. iii. 5. 
They are placed in ſuch a State of Equality, that it can- 
not be diſcovered from holy Writ which of them is en- 
tituled to the Supremacy or Lordſhip. Which may ſuf- 
fice to ſhew that thoſe Words did not mean then juſt 
what they are commonly uſed for not. I ſhall not en- 
large on this Subject; nor has the YVindicator any reaſon 
to deſire me to do it. Let him not interpret. my Silence 
to be Inſenſibility ; for I know the Advantages I could 
take on this Occaſion. = * . „ ee 

I think the Vindicalor abuſes ſome of my Friends, when 
he ſays, they have abuſed the Text Mat. viii. 15. and 
made a Church- Deacon of Peter's Wite*s Mother.“ 
I don't believe any of them produc'd that Text for that 
Intent: Nor need they, having another Text which ex- 
preſly attributes that Office to a Woman, viz. Rom. 
xvi. 1. I commend unto you Phebe our Siſter, Jucas Sidxerar,' 
Tis iA, being a Deacon of the Church, or, which I 
think is all one, a Church-Deacon. $70 

The Vindicator, p. 86, to ſhew that the Words, In the 
Name of the Father, and of the Sen, and of the boly Ghoſt, 
Mat. xxviii. 19. were intended for a Form ef Words to be 
uſed in Baptiſm, endeavours, with Dr, Clark's Aſſiſtance, 
to prove the Injunction of that Form of Words from the 
Uſe of another. But how do they prove it? By round- 
ly aſſerting, that it was well known by all Chriſtians,” _ 
But how came they to know the Sentiments of all Chri- 
ſtians in this Affair, at ſuch a Diſtance of Time as the 
Days of the Apoſtles? Have thoſe early Chriſt ians left 
any Teſtimonials in Writing concerning their Knowledge 
herein? Or were the Thoughts of thols Chiiſtians com- 
municated to theſe Men' by Revelation? If neither- of 
theſe, then their A ſſertion proves nothing but their own 
Preſumption, in taking upon them to be wiſe above 
what is ritten; and adventuring to aſſert what 'tis im- 
poſſible for them tu know. dq 27 \ 
I Be = The 


4 


The Vindicator ſtill affirms, p. 87, that © it is plain 
from Jobn iii. 22—26. that our Saviour did baptize,” 
(viz. with Water,) which requires no other Anſwer, than 
that *tis more plain from Jobn iv. 2. that our Saviour did 
not baptize. * SI! | 
_ He tells us, p. 88, that there is an Ambiguity in the 
Term Chriſi”s Baptiſm, and ſays, - 4 there are two Bap- 
© tifms attributed to Chriſt, viz. Baptiſm with Water, 
and Baptiſm with the Spirit.“ His Miſtake in attri- 
buting Water-baptiſm to Chriſt is manifeſt from the 


Text laſt cited, which expreſly declares, that Feſus bim- 


ſelf baptized not. Seeing then Chriſt did not baptize with 
Water, tis plain that only the Baptiſm wwith the Spirit is 
attributed to him; and by Conſequence, that the Bap- 
tiſm mentioned Epb. iv. 5. is no other than that of the 
Spirit. And that the Yindicator's Attempr, p. 89, o, 
to confound what the Scripture plainly diſtinguiſhes, 
is vain and frivolous. i non 101 

He cites, p. 91, the following Paſſage from the Re- 
ply, viz. The Apoſtle Peter evidently ſhews, that the 
© Baptiſm which now ſaves is not one with Water- bap- 


© tiſm, when 1 Pet. iii. 2 1, he calls the Baptiſm which 


< ſaves * ArriTvrey the Antitype to Water, whereby Noah 


© and his Family were ſaved in the Ark. He doth not 


< ſay as our Tranſlators have render'd it, the like Figure 
© whereunto, but the Antitype thereto, or Thing figured 
thereby: Water then was but the Type or Figure, 


© but the Apoſtle attributes Salvation to the Antitype. 


telling us that *tis not the putting away the Filth of the 
© Fleſh, but the Anſiver of a good Conſcience : Now Water- 


< Baptiſm cannot give the Anſwer of a good Conſcience ; 


« *tis the Baptiſm of the Spirit, for *tis the Spirit that 
« beareth Witneſs, for the Spirit FL Truth, I John iii. 6.“ 
.- To this the Vindicator anſwers, p. 91, That the 
4 Words not and but, do in Scripture frequently ſignify 


not only, and likewiſe, but alfo and principally, and fo 


« the not and but conſtrued in this manner will be ſome 
Help to the clearing of it.” I think rather to the ob- 
ſeuring of it, becauſe neither the Text nor. Context 
25 | require 


U 


51. 


require any ſuch Conſtruction, as in the other Faſlages 
he cites they plainly do. That of Mark ix. 775 is fully 


explained by the preceding Words, Whoſo ſhall receive me; 
and that of Gen. xlv. 8. is ſecur'd from Poſſibility of 
Miſtake, by the Subject matter treated of, and the 
Perſons ſpoken to. But the Text under Conſideration 
is not attended with any of thoſe Circumſtances, and 
therefore ſuch a Conſtruction thereof would be unnatu- 
ral and forced. And ſuch a Liberty of Interpretation 
would open a Door to much Perverfion of Scripture z 
for Inſtance, by this Method the Text, Mat. xviii. 40: 
Not this Man, but Barabbas, would be made to ſignify 
that the cus had asked the Releaſe of both of them. 
Adds x.41, Not unto all the People, but unto Witneſſes 
choſen before of God, would be perverted to a Falſity in 
Fact. By this, that of Rom. il. 13. For not the Hearers 
of the Law are juſt 0 God, but the Doers of the Law 
ſhall be juſt fied, would be made to import, that the bay 
Hearing of the Law were the Cauſe of Juſtification. A 
Multitude of Inſtances might be given of the ill Conſe- 
quences of ſuch a Liberty: And therefore the Vindicator 
ought not to be indulged therein, nor admitted, by fuch 
a dangerous Method of perverting the Text, to aſcribe 
to Water-baptiſm ſuch Effects as it cannot produce; for 
the Anſwer of a good Conſcience is not the Effect of out- 
ward waſhing with Water, but of the ſecret Operation of 
the Spirit of God upon the Soul, which Water-baptiſm 
cannot produce, 

The next Thing he undertakes is, p. 92, to conſider 
the Word 'Arrirvros Antitype, * The Replier, ſays he, 
if T underſtand him aright, would make this Word 
* fignify ſomething contrary to the Type; and ſo Water 
being the Type, the Anſwer of a good Conſcience 
< muſt be the Antitype, and conſequently Baptiſm muſt 
« confiſt in it.” In this he either miſtakes or perverts 
my Meaning; for I would not make the Word Antitype 
ſignify ſomething cantrary to the Type, but ſomething 
anſwerable or parallel to the Type or * That the 


Word Arrirurer Antitype * ſignifies that . 
62 anſwers 
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anſwers to the Type or Figure, I preſume the Vindica- 
tor's profound Knowledge in the Greek Tongue will not 
deny ; and that, in a proper Senſe, the Antitype, or 
Thing figur'd, is not the ſame Thing with the Type or 
Figure: Now, in the Text under Conſideration, the 
Parallel lies between the Type or Figure, viz. the Water 
by which Noah and his Family were ſaved in the Ark, 
and the Antitype or Thing figured, viz. the Baptiſm 
which now ſaves ; and what is that? Not the Type Va- 
fer-baptiſm which is not ſaving ; but the Antity pe the 
ſpiritual Baptiſm, or Anſwer of a good Conſcience toward 
God by the Reſurrection of Feſus Chriſt, which fſave'h. 
Salvation is annexed not to the Figure, but to the thing 
Agured. As the Bodies of Noah and his. Family were 
ſaved by Water, ſo the Souls of the Faithful are now 
ſaved by. the Spirit which giveth Liſe, 2 Cor. iti 6. 
But the learned Vindicator informs us from Suidas, that 
there is another Senſe of the Words, and that «y7i7vroy 


Aae uy i iνν,Et, the Antitype is taken from Lite- 


neſs. And what then; ſince that Likeneſs is taken irom 
the Type, the Diſtinction between Ty pe and Antitype 
is ſtill evident; even as the Printer's Letter is the Type, 
but the Impreſſion is the Antitype. But as this Signifi- 
cation of the Word is not applicable to the Text here 


treated of, I preſyme the Vindicator adduced it, for the 


emonſtration of his Learning, not for its Pertinency 
to the Point in hand. That the Word &rrizvry may 
ſometime be uſed in the ſame Senſe with 7yTe, and that 
it ſeems to be ſo uſed Heb. ix. 24, I ſhall not diſpute : 
But I ſtill inſiſt, that the proper Senſe of the Word is 
otherwiſe : And that in this Text, 1 Pet, iii. 21, *tis to 


be taken in its proper Senſe, for a Reaſon which the 
Vindicator himſelf has produced out of Leigh's Critica 


Sacra, upon the Place, viz. *© Hoc autem loco fignificat 
* ipfam veritatem, ſimilitudine ſeu Analogia quadam 1ypo 


© ac figure reſpondentem. In this Text it — the 
i 


Truth it ſelf, by a certain Similitude or Likeneſs an- 


« ſwerirg to the Type or Figure.“ The Vindicator miſ- 
repreſents the Matter when he charges me, p. 93, with 


attributing 


33 


attributing Diſſimilitude or Contrariety to the Antitype : 
Whereas I am for keeping up a Reſemblance between 
the Type and Antitype, though not an Identity. *Tis 
the Manner of holy Scripture to exhibit ſpiritual Things 
by their Similitude or Reſemblance to natural Things : 
Nevertheleſs they each of them ſtill retain their proper 
Natures. . The Scripture doth not treat of them as one 
and the ſame ; Circumciſion of the Fleſh, and Circumciſion 
of the Heart, are there mentioned as two Things, not as 
one and the ſame : Outward waſhing, and inward Cleanſ. 
ing, are underſtood as two Things, not one and the ſame. 
But the Vindicator, to maintain the Neceſſity of the 
Sign or Figure, makes no Diſtinction betwixt the Sign 
and Thing ſignified, the Figure and the Thing repre- 
ſented by it, the Shadow and the Subſtance : A Confu- 
ſion not only antiſcriptural, but as. irrational, as it 
would be to affirm, that the Picture of a Man is a real 
Part of him; and that the Man conſiſts of himſelf and 
his Image. This, I acknowledge, I did call profound 
Nonſenſe ; an Expreſſion the Vindicator is much offended 
at, and which I now deſire him to excuſe ;. for I think 
the Word profound was by me improperly applied, and 
that the Nonſenſe is ſo ſpallow that it may be eaſily ſeen 
through. pot 

But the Vindicator tells me, p. 94, that all the Non- 
« ſenſe is owing to my Inattention or Miſunderſtanding 
« what a Sacrament is.“ I think *tis rather owing to his 
Inattention to the Definition which his own Church in 
her Catechiſm gives of it, viz. that I is an outward and 
viſible Sign of an inward and ſpiritual Grace, Where the 
Sign and the Thing ſignified are plainly diſtinguiſhed, 
A due Obſervance of which Diſtinction might have kept 
him from dar kning Counſel by Words without Knowleage. 
However, ſince he charges me with © miſunderſtanding 
what a Sacrament is,“ I ſhall give him the Opinion 
of one that did underſtand what it was. *Tis a. choice 
Paſſage I have met with taken out of Curcellæus, viz. 


The 
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* The Word Sacrament, ſaich he, which by human 
Prudence hath been applied to the facred Rites of 
Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper, is ſo improper, that 
I wonder what came into the Dofors Minds who firſt 
< drew it thither. For 1ſt, it ſignifies any kind of Oath, 
* but:chiefly a military one. 2dly, Warfare. zdly, 
A Soldier. Athly, Money depoſited with the Pontiff 
by the Plaintiff and Defendant. -5thly, The ſame 
with u ipue in Greek, i. e. a Secret pertaining to Reli- 
* gious Rites, not to be divulged to the Prophane. But 
* what have Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper common 
with theſe Things, that they ſhould be entituled by 
* the ſame Name? But though there were no Impropri- 
s ety in the Word, yet having been the Occaſion of ſo 


many Quarrels and Contentions among Chriſtians, it 


* deſerves now to be rejected. He then goes on to 
ſpecity ſome of the many Points of Diſpute ariſen from 
the Uſe of that Word, which, he ſays, and infinite 
more are particularly and ſeverally with great heat 
s debated among Chriſtians.* So that, ſays he, the 
Word Sacrament was brought into the Church under 
a very unhappy Conſtellation, and (if what is done 
£ could be undone) it were to be wiſhed that it had never 
been heard of there. os 
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* Vox Sseramenti, quæ prudentia quadam humana ſacris Bap- 
tiſmi & Cœnæ dominicæ ritibus Tue fuit, tam eſt impropria, ut 
mirer, quid in mentem venerit oribus, qui illam primùm ev 
eraxcrunt. Significat enim, 1. Juramentum quodvis, ſed ptæcipùe 
militare. 2. Militiam. 3. Militem. 4. Pecuniam a partibus lit i- 
ntibus apud Pontificem depoſitum. 5. Idem quod yur ie 
recis, hoc eſt, arcanum ad ſacra pertinens, & profanis non vul- 
m. Sed quid Baptiſmus & Cana Dominica cum his rebus com- 
ne habent ut eodem nomine inſigniantur ? Præterea, quamvis non 
eſſet inepta, tot rixis & Altercationibus inter Chriſtianos materiam 
uit, ut merito nunc foret repudianda —— | 

+ Et alia ejuſmodi infinita que de ſingulis in ſpecie magno cum 
fervore inter Chriſtianos agitantur. Ps 
Adeo ut Sacramenti Vox infauſto admodum Sidere in Eccleſi- 
am fit introducta, atque (fi quod factum eft infectum reddi poſſet) 
optandum eam nunquam illic auditam ſuiſſe. Curcelei Diſſer t. pri- 
ma de Vocibus Trinitatis, Perſonæ, &c. p. 826. Sect. 32. Op. Theol. 


in folio, Amſtelodamĩ apud D. Elzevirium, 1575. 
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His next Obſervation is on the Word irpurnic, which 
is rendred in our common Tranſlation the Anfeer, but 
rather ſignifies the Queſtion or Inquiry of a good Conſcience 
towards God: But neither of thefe Senſes will anſwer his 
Purpoſe ; for whether we take the Word inrgirme for 
Anſwer or Inquiry, the Matter ſtill centers in the Work 
of the Spirit within, and not in the Vater without. | 

He therefore has Recourſe to another Senſe of the 
Word, and tells us, that as it is a Word borrowed from 
the Civil Law, ſo it is by the Maſters thereof inter- 
0 peas to ſignify Stipulation, whereby between two 
© Perſons, the one interrogating and the other ?ppo/ſing, 
* a Contra# was wont to be made.” A Senle not applica- 
ble to that Word in this Place; for what has a Contract 
between two Perſons, to do with the Examination or An- 
{wer of a Man's own Conſcience, wherein but one Per- 
ſon is concerned? But the Vindirator is fond of this No- 
tion, becauſe, if admitted here, he ſays, it will deter- 
mine Baptiſm to be a Contract between God and Man x 
God by his Miniſter promiſing the Aſſiſtance of his 
Spirit and Heaven hereafter ; as Man to believe in ö 
and to ſerve him, or, as it is in the Place I am now 
upon, the Sponſion or Promiſe of a good Conſcience.“ 
Thus he attempts to pervert the Text, and to aſeribe to 
it a Senſe directly repugnant to the whole Tenour of the 
Goſpel, ban external Contract, where none 
is, placing the Streſs of Salvation on promiſing inſtead of 
— and ſubſtituting a Profeſſion of Faub and 
Obedience inſtead of the Things themſelves: Aﬀſeribing 
to Water baptiſin what the Scripture only aſeribes ti the 
Spirit of Chriſt, and placing Chriſtianity in an exernal 
Ceremony, which the Scripture tells us conſiſts in wrt 
ſhipping God in Spirit and in Trub' The Hanna 
Diſcourſe, p. 96, 97, concerning an outward Covenant; 
and viſible nd ſenſible Marks and Tokens to deſignate 
the Perſons that enter into it, ſavours more of the Few 
than the Chriſtian; and that the Reader may clearly ſee 
the Contrariety of his Arguing to the Nature of the 
Goſpel Covenant, I ſhall cranfcribe the Deſcription- of 
(10,0221 191-4 ic 


5 
4 
i 
1 
' 
i 
} 
1 
| 
7 
hl 
"1 
. 
. 
0 
i 
if 
A 
4 
if 


— -_ — 
K Ms Co —— — a 

— — . — — —— — ——— * — — -— 

"OT. — — > — * by —— - - - * 2 _ 


— 


— 


— — or nn — SS — << —  _-» eo AS 2 W 
— — — , y 


k p — — — 
2 — — + - 


65659) 
it from the Prophet Jeremiah, viz. Bebold, the Days 
come, ſaith the Lord, that I will make a new Covenant 
with the Houſe of Iſrael, and with the Houſe of Judah. 
Net according to the Covenant that I made with their Fa- 
thers in the Day that I took them bythe hand to bring them 
out of the Land of Egypt, (which my Covenant they brake, 
although I was an Husband unto them) faith the Lord. But 
this ſhall be the Covenant that I will make with the Houſe of 
lirael. After thoſe Days, ſaith the Lord, I will put my 
Law in their inward Parts, and write it in their Hearts, 
and will be their God, and they ſhall. be my People. And 
they fall teach no more every Man his Neighbour, and 
my Man his Brother, ſaying, know. the Lord, for they 


Pall all: know me, from the leaſt of them unto the greateſt of 
them, ſaithithe Lord, for I will forgive their Iniquities, and 


T will-remember their Sins no more, Hence *tis evident, 
that the Goſpel Covenant is not outward like that of the 
Jets, and | conſequently, needs no external, viſible, 
or ſenſible Mark in the Fleſh, like that of Circumciſi- 


on, to diſtinguiſh Men by. *Tis a Covenant of For- 


giveneſs of Sins, and of cleanſing from them; and the 
outward or viſible Mark of being entred into it, is 
that of a godly Converſation before Men, having our 
Fruit unto Holineſs, and the End everlaſting Life, Rom. 
vi. 22. But ſeeing the indicator inſiſts ſo much on 
viſible and ſenſible Marks : Let me ask him, What viſible 
and ſenſible Mark does Water-baptiſm impreſs? Has a 
Man baptized with Water any viſible or ſenſible Mark 
to diſtinguiſh him from a Man who is not ſo baptized ? 
If not, there is no more Parity in this Cafe *twixt that 
and Circumciſion, than there is between the New Cove- 
nant and the Old. The old Covenant did exhibit the 
Example and Shadow of heavenly Things; the new Cove- 
nant exhibits he heavenly Things themſelves : The old 
Covenant had Circumciſion and Water-baptiſm, Examples 
and Shadows of that real Goſpel Holine/s which was to be 
perfected under the New. And as a Man, born in a 
ewiſh Country, would not have been a Few outwardly, 
without outward Circumcifion ; ſo a Man, born in a 
"3 f | Chriſtian 


Chriſtian Country, cannot be a true and real Chriſtian 


without inward and ſpiritual Regeneration, viz. a Death. 


unto Sin, and a new Birth unto Righteouſneſs : For as we 
are not naturally Men without a natural Birth, ſo neither 


are we Chriſtian Men, in a proper and Goſpel-ſenſe, 


without a ſpiritual Birth, 7.e. without' inward and real 
Holineſs wrought in us by the Spirit of Chriſt; which 
alone can make Men true Chriſtians, and enable them 
to bring forth ſuch Fruits of Righteouſneſs as may de- 
clarethem to be lo. 


— 


SECT. V. 


Of Baptiſm with the Holy Ghoſt. 


N my Reply, p. 30, I ſaid, that the Terms Ordi- 

* nary and Extraordinary, as applied to the Gifts of 

* the Spirit, are not ſcriptural,” He now retorts, ſay- 
ing. And yet he himſelf makes Uſe of them in the 
* Reply, which is very true; but how did I uſe them? 
Not as ſcriptural, but in Condeſcenſion to him, who, 
like ſome others called Divines, chuſes to make Uſe of 
them. He tells us, that by the Schools the former 
are called gratie gratis date, Gifts freely given, ſuch 
as the Gift of Tongues, working Miracles, &c. and 
the latter, gratie gratum facienies, Graces making 
« grateful, ſuch as produce the Returns of a good Life, 
in Faith, Hope, Charity, c. and that in the Scrip- 
ture they are diſtinguiſhed by xapicouere and xpree, 
the former being applied to the Extraordinary, the 
latter to the Ordinary Gifts of the Spirit; the one 
being commonly tranſlated Gifts, the otter Graces.” 
But where does the Vindicator find that Word xeprrss in 
Scripture, which he ſays is commonly tranſlated Graces ? 
How often does it occur? I do not find the Word Graces 
in my Concordance. I know that the x2piouerz and xapis 
, H : | | arc 
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are diſtinguiſhed in Scripture : The epi is the Grace or 
Spirit it elf which is generally, if not always, ſpoken of 
in Scripture, in the Singular Number. The xapiopare 
are the Gifts of that one Grace or Spirit, and I have plainly 
ſhewn in my Reply, p. 50, that the Apoſtle in 1 Cor. 
xii. comprehends under that Term yepiouare the various 
Gifts of the ſame Spirit, whether Ordinary or Exlraor- 
dinary. I inſtanced in Wiſdom, Knowledge, Faith, which 
latter is a Gift ſo common to all B-licvers, that ”tis 
< impoſlible for any Man to be one without it. Tis 
© concerning Perſons endued with any of theſe Gifts, 
© even all the Members of the Body indefinitely, that 
* the Apoſtle ſays, Ry one Spirit are we all baptized into 
one Body.” The Vindicalor may as reaſonably ſuppoſe, 
that the Body conſiſts only of ſome of its Members exclu- 
ſive of others, as that the Gifts of be Spirit, here men- 
tioned, are only ſuch as ſome particular Perſons were 
endued with : Beſides, that Interpretation contradicts 
the expreſs Words of the Text, viz. The Manifeſt atioa 
of the Spiril is given to every Man to profit withal, Verſe 7. 
Now if the Baptiſm here mentioned did relate to thoſe 
extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit, given only to ſome, 
how could the Apoſtle apply it /o all, Verſe 13, to every 
Man, Verſe 7, to all the Member's of the one Body, Verſe 
12? The Apoſtle evidently ſpeaks of the he Body, 
and every Member of it, and conſequently comprehends 
under the Term yapiopare as well ſuch Gifts as are ordi- 
nary and general, as thoſe that are extraordinary and 
ſpecial. The Yindicator, inſtead of demonſtrating the 
contrary from plain Scripture, attempts to overbear us 
with the Authority of a Frinity of Dofors, Dr, Whitby, 
Dr. Hicks, and Dr. Bennett, whoſe Opinions weigh no- 
thing with us, when oppos'd, as in this Caſe, to the 
my and expreſs Declaration of the Scriptures. But it 
eems Dr. Bennc!!'s Confutation of Quateriſm is a Maſter- 
piece with the Yindicator, which being, as he ſays, * un- 
anſwer'd on this Point, he thinks, his poor Endeavours 
* may 
In this he miſtakes ; for Dr. Bennett's Book, in this Point, was long ſince- 
enſwer'd by Benjamin Lindley, viz, in the Year $713, 
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< may be juſtly ſuperſeded. But does the indicator 
think, that becauſe I have endeavour'd to anſwer him, 
I muſt anſwer every Body? Dr. Bennett's Book was writ 
long before the Controverſy, which the Vindicator has 
engag'd in, began ; and its not being anſwer'd, might 
have been urg*d with as good reaſon for his not entring 
into this Debate at firſt, as *tis now for the ſuperſeding 
it; but, alas, he did not then foreſee the Iſſue. 

In my Reply, p. 52, I had ſaid, that the Words of 
John the Baptiſt concerning Chriſt, Mat. ii. 11. He hall 
 baptize you with the holy Ghoſt and with Fire, whoſe Fan 
i in his Hand, and he will throughly purge bis Floor, &c. 
were exactly correſpondent with the Prophecy of Mala- 
chi concerning the Coming of the Metab, Mal. iii. 2, 
3. Who may abide the Day of his Coming, and who Hall 
tand when he appeareth, for be is like a Refiner*s Fire, and 
like Fullers Soap, and be ſball purify abe Sons of Levi, and 
purge them as Gold and Silver, that they may offer unto 
the Lord an Offering in Righteouſneſs. Both theſe Texts, 
I ſay, have Relation to the purifymg Virtue of the Spirit: 
This the Vindicator endeavours to oppugn. by telling us, 
That cloven Tongues as of Fire appear'd at the Day 
of Pentecoſt.” Which Appearance as of Fire, he can- 
not but know, was not the Baptiſm of the holy Ghoſt, 
but a concomitant Circumſtance at that particular Time, 
expreſſive of inward Purgation ; or as the Words of 
Dr. Lightfoot, adduced by the Vindicator himſelf, are, 
To expreſs the various Operations of the holy Ghoft, 
* which are fitly reſembled and repreſented by the Ef- 
fects of Fire; as 1ſt, to enlighten with Knowledge; 
« 2dly, to enflame with Zeal; 3dly, to burn up Cor- 
< ruption.; 4thly, to purify the Nature; zthly, to 
turn Man to its own „ of Sanctity, as 
Fire maketh all things that it ſeizeth like it felt” 
Tneſe Operations of the holy Ghoſt are the Baptiſm of 
the holy Ghoſt in the very Senſe I contend for, viz. pu- 
riſying the Nature of Man, and turning him to Sanctity. 
As to the Citation from Malachi, the Vindicator ſays, 


p. 102, it is allegorical, and what great Matter is to 
33 | be 
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be concluded from ſuch figurative Expreſſions? * 1 
anſwer, that from figurative and prophetick Expreſſi- 
ons of outward Cleanſing, the real inward Cleanſing of 
the Heart, or Goſpel Purification is to be concluded; and 
that thoſe Words of Malachi are predictive thereof. 
But the Vindicator queries, Muſt purifying, and re- 
« fining, and purging, wherever they relate to the Me- 
« fſiah in the Old Teſtament be applied to a Baptiſm 
with the Spirit in the New? * To which I anſwer, 
they muſt, wherever they are predictive of inward Pu- 
rification; as *tis manifeſt they are in this Place, by the 
End, Intent, and Purpoſe thereof expreſly mentioned, 
viz. That they may offer unto the Lord an Offering in Righ- 
teouſneſs. Then ſhall the Offerings of Judah and Jeruſalem - 
be pleaſant unto the Lord, as in the Days of old, and as in 
former Years, Which Expreſſions plainly ſhew the Mi- 
\ ſtake of the Vindicator, and ſuch Commentators as take 
the Words in thoſe Verſes in a threatning Senſe. 
The Vindicator's next Attempt is to ſhew that the 
Words of Joel (And it ſhall come to paſs in the laſt Days, 
faith God, hat I will pour out of my Spirit on all Fleſh) 


are to be underſtood only of a few, who were to be fa- 


voured with extraordinary Gifts. Himſelf had acknow- 
ledged in his Defence, that this Prophecy is uttered in 
the greateſt Latitude and moſt comprehenſive Words.” 
He had alſo ſaid, that the extraordinary Gifts of the 
Spirit were limited to a few.“ In my Reply, p. 55. 
I] defired him © to produce, if he could, any Writer 
either ſacred or prophane, that ever uſed the Word 
All to expreſs the far lefſer of two Numbers, or only 
a few.“ In anſwer to this he now cites a parcel of Texts 
in the Margin of his Vindication p. 105. which he 
adviſes me to conſult. I have ſo done, and find that 
not one of them comes up to the Point they are pro- 
duced for; which probably himſelf was conſcious of, 
_ therefore he did not rehearie the Words of any of 
them. 

However, he gives one Inſtance, which is 1/aiah, xl. 
3. And the Glory of the Lord ſhall be revealed, yh 
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Vleſb ſpall ſee it together. * Now, ſays he, I would aſk 
the Replier whether this be true in the ſame wide Senſe 
it is ſpoken.“ To which I readily anſwer him, That 
T think it is true in the ſame wide Senſe in which it is 
ſpoken, and that the Words al Fl: do relate to Man- 
kind in General, For I do not reſtrict that Prophecy to 
thoſe only who ſaw Chriſt's outward Perſon in Judea, 
but I think it extends farther, even to the Time of the 
general Gathering together of all Nations predicted by 
the Prophets, when the Righteouſneſs of the goſpel Diſ- 
penſation, ſhall go forth as Brightneſs, and the Salva. 
tion thereof as a Lamp that burneth, when the Gentiles 
ſhall fee the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt, and all Kings bis 
Glory, Ila. Ixii. 1, 2. When Nation ſhall not lift up 
Sword againſt Nation, neither ſhall they learn War any 
more, Micah, iv. 3. When the Kingdoms of this World 
hall become the Kingdoms of cur Lord, and of his Chriſt, 
and he ſhall reign for ever and ever, Rev. Xi. 15. 

But to return to the Prophecy of Joel; 'tis agreed 
by both of us, that the pouring forth of the Spirit 
there mentioned, is the ſame with the Baptiſm of the 
Holy Ghoſt ; and I think the indicator has given up 
the Point of reſtricting it to extraordinary Gifts only, 
when in p. 107. he ſays, that this pouring forth of 
the Spirit,“ was to be evident, not only * in greater 
and more miraculous Effects, but likewiſe in a more 
« conſpicuous Holineſs of Mens Lives and Converſa- 
tions, an Effect of the ordinary Operations of the 
« Spirit.” And adds, «< Certainly in this Senſe it is to be 
* underſtood, and in this Senſe it was verified and ful- 
filled, both as to miraculous Effects in the firſt Ages 
of Chriſtianigy, and as to all others then, and even at 
* this Day.“ But though he has given up this Point, 

et he is for underſtanding Joel's Prophecy in ſuch a 
limited Senſe, as to exclude all 7Zews, Turks, and In- 
fidels. Againſt ſuch an Excluſion, I produced ſeveral 
Texts of Scripture, viz. Acts, x. 34. 35, God is no 
Reſpefter of Perſons, but in every Nation, he that feareth * 
him and worketh Righteouſneſs, is accepted with hi - f 

im. 
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Tim. ii. 4. Who will have all Men tobe ſaved, and come 
#nto the Knowledge of the Truth, and ſeveral Others. To 
which the — * p. 107, anſwers, that theſe 
Texts are only general Declarations of God's Good- 
« neſs to all Mankind, and his Readineſs to accept ſuch 
as do their Duty; but here is not one Word of the 
unlimited Gifts of his holy Spirit to them all except 


in this Prophecy.“ Now, to me it appears plain, 


that general Declarations of God's Goodneſs to all Man- 
kind, and of his Readineſs to accept ſuch as do their 
Duty, neceſſarily imply ſuch a Gift of his Spirit unto 
all Mankind, as to ſhew them their Duty, and afford 
them Power todo it, and thereby place them under a 
Poſſibility of performing it. For God who delighteth 
in Mercy, Mich. vii. 18. and willeth the Salvation of all 
Men, x Tim. ii. 4. hath undoubtedly made Salvation 
poſſible to all Men; and by neceſſary Coniequence 
muſt have afforded them a ſufficient Means for attainin 
that Salvation ; which Means is Chriſt Jeſus, who by 
his Grace and good Spirit, enligbiens every Man that 
cometh into the World. So that the Grace or Spirit of 
Chriſt is univerſal, and ſuch a Manifeſtation thereof 
row to every Man, as, if obeyed, will lead him to the 
nowledge and Performance of his neceſſary Duty. In 
this reſpect all Mankind are under a Covenant of Grace 
and Mercy, and there is neither Greek nor Jew, Circum— 
ciſion nor Uncircumciſion, Barbarian, Scythian, bond nor 
free, but Chriſt is all, and in all, Coloſ. iii. 11. He is the 
Saviour of all Men, but eſpecially of them that believe, 
x Tim. iv. 10. The Vindicalor is therefore miſtaken 
when he ſays, the Holy Spirit is reſtrained only to thoſe 


who profeſs the Goſpel.” The Spirit of God ftriveth 


with all to reclaim them from their evil Ways: Thus 
ſtrove he with the old World, who yet by continued 
Rebellion, at length provoked him to their Deſtruction : 
My Spirit, ſaith he, Mall not always ſtrive with Man. 
Gen. vi. 3. So alſo under the Goſpel Diſpenſation 3. 
the Spirit of Truth is given not only for the Comfort of 


the Believers, but allo to reprove the Hor ld of Sin, John 
| | = Pk. 


xvi. 8. He ſhould have conſider'd that in the ſcripture 
Phraſe the Children of God are diſtinguiſhed, not by the 
Profeſſion of the Goſpel, but by their being led by the 
Spirit of God, Rom. viii. 14. 1 preſume the Yindicator 
will not deny, that there have been, and no doubt {till 
are, pious and virtuous Men among thoſe who have not 
the Benefit of the Holy Scriptures, nor the Knowledge 
of Chriſt as manifeſted in the Fleſh ; and on the other 
hand, that there are too many wicked, profane, and un- 
godly Men, who proteſs the Goſpel and Chriſtianity. 
This being the Caſe, the former are the Sons of God, and 
not the latter; the former are in a State of Acceptance 
with God, the /atter are not.lo. He, ſaith the beloved 
Diſciple, that doth Righteouſneſs is righteous (or accepted 
of God, Acts. x. 35.) He that ccommitt#*th Sin is of the 
Devil, 1 John iii. 7, 8. YVirtuous and godty Men, Where 
ever found, are not properly termed /nfidels : Neither 
are vicious ard ungodly Men, let them proteſs what they 
will, properly called Believers, The Spirit of Chriſt is 
the univerſal Teacher of Virtue: Thoſe Perſons, in every 
Nation, who Jive in a ſincere Conformity to the Dictates 
of that Spirit, are ſo far Chriſtians, and in a State of 
Acceptance with God thro” Chriſt, the Saviour of ALL 
MEN. Thoſe Perlons, in every Nation, who maniteſt 
wiltul Diſobedience to the Dictates of that Spirit, by 
wicked and ungodly Living, are Anlicbhriſtian, let their 
Pretences be what they Will. It is not, faith Arch- 
* biſhop Tillolſon, a being gilded over with the external 
Proteſſion of Chriſtianity, chat will avail us; our 
Religion muſt be a vital Principle, inwardly to change 
and transform us. What the Apoſtle ſays concerniug 
Circumciſion, we may apply ro them that are bap- 
tized (viz. with Water) and make an outward Pro- 
feſſion of Chriſtianity: Baptifni verily profiteth, if 
we obey the Gcoipcl, bur ii we walk contrary to che 
Precepts of it, our Baptim is no Baptiſm, and our 
Chriſtianity is Heathcaum,? And the kwaton 
why we are Chriitlans, rather than Jews, Turks, or 
A:athens, is becaulc Chriſtian Religion had the fortune 
to come firſt in our Way, and to be-ſpeak us at due 
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* Enterance into the World.“ Sermons preached upon 
ſeveral Occaſions, 1671. p. 258, 259. 
There is no ſuch Error and Hereſie, nothing, ſo 
* fundamentally oppoſite to Religion, as a wicked Life.” 
Tbid p. 261. | 
I have cited theſe Paſſages as a proper Check to the 
Vindicator, in his laying too great a Streſs on profeſſing the 
Goſpel. But he proceeds (Vind. p. 107.) thus, As 
to thoſe that are without, thouſands of them know 
nothing of the Holy Spirit, many of them know bur. 
« little of God, none of them a Trinity of Perſons in 
the Godhead.* I think, the Diſtinction he here makes, 
as if thoſe who know ſomething of God, may yet know no:hing 
of the holy Spirit, plainly imports that himſelf (while he 
talks of a Trinity of Perſons) is not clear in the Belief of 
their Unity. But, by what Authority does he involve 
thoſe that are without ( viz, without the Profeſſion of 
- Chriſtianity) in ſuch groſs Stupidity and Ignorance ? 
The Apoſtle Paul would inform him better, and that 
the Gentiles which have not the Law, do by Nature the 
Things contained in the Law, that, having not the Law, 
they are a Law unto themſelves, and ſhew the Work of the 
Law written in their Hearts, Rom. ii. 14, 15. I would 
intreat the Vindicator, for the better Information of his 
own Ignorance in this Point, to read Biſhop Taylor's 
Ductor Dubitantium, p. 793, 794, where he diſcovers 
a far more charitable, and more ſcriptural Opinion: 
« Paul, /aith he, celebrating the immenle Love of God 
to Mankind, ſays, that God would have al! Men to be 
« ſaved; and in order to this, he adds, he would have 
call Men come to the Knowledge of the Truth, as knowing 
© this to be the only Yay. No Man can be /aved, unlets 
© he knows ſaving Truth; but every Man may be ſaved, 
© unleſs it be his own Fault; and therefore there is to 
every Man revealed ſo much Truth as is ſufficient to his 
« Salvation. We are ſure that al! Men have the 
Law of God written in their Hearts. That no Man 
hath juſt Cauſe to ſay he knows not God. We ſce alſo, 
tnat the Heathens are not Fools, that they underſtand 
| n 
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Aris and Sciences, that they diſcourſe rarely well of 
the Works of God, of Good and Evil, of Puniſhment 
and Reward ; and it were ſtrange, it ſhould be im- 
ſſible for them to know what is neceſſary ; and 
ranger yet, that God ſhould exact that of them, 
which is not poſſible for them to know. But yet on 
the other Side, we ſee infinite Numbers of Chriſtians, 
(i. e. Profeſſors of Chriſtianity) that know very little of 
God, and very many for whom there is no Courſe 
taken ( i. e. by outward Means) that they ſhould know 
him; and what ſhall be the Event of theſe Things, 
is hard to tell. But it is very certain, that without 4 
Man's own Fault, no Man ſhall eternally periſh, And 
therefore it is alſo certain, that every Man (i. e. whe- 
ther he profeſs Chriſtianity or not,) that will uſe what 
Diligence he can and ought in his Circumſtances, he 
ſhall know all, that in his Circumſtances is neceſſary.— 
Every Man hath enough of Knowledge to make him 
good, if he pleaſes. Men have enough of Reaſon 
and Law put into their Hearts, by which they read 
the Will of God; and therefore xo Man can in the 
univerſal Lines and Meaſures of Salvation pretend Ig- 
norance.“ Again, What God hath made neceſſar 
to be known, he hath given ſufficient Means, by which 
« it can be known.“ This ſufficient Means, he ſaith, p. 
180, is Chriſt, whom he calls the Wordof the Father and 
the Law, and ſaith, That this Mord or Law of the Fa- 
« ther was the Inſtrument of teaching Mankind in all 
« Periods of the World.” 

The Vindicator, from the Text Luke xi. 13. How 
much more ſhall your heavenly Father give the holy Sfirit to 
to them that act him, and Verſe 10, Every one that asketh 
receiveth, and he that ſeek:th find*th, draws a miſtaken 
Inference, that having che holy Spirit is o the Ef- 
« fect of Prayer.“ Which Ox Lx is an Addition of his 
own, which the Text doth not warrant : Nor are the 
infinite Mercies of God, and the Diſcoveries of his holy 
Spirit, to be reſtricted to the Petitions of Men, The 


Scripture extends them farther : I was found of they 
| that 
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that ſought me not, I was made manifeſt unto them that asked 
not after me, Rom. x. 20. All Day long I have ſtretched 
forth my Hands unto à diſobedient and gain ſaying People. 
And faith the Pſalmiſt, ſpeaking of Chriſt, Thou haſt 
aſcended up on high, thou haſt led Captivity captive : Thou 
haſt received Gifts for Men, yea, for the ReBELLi1iovs 
alſo, that the Lord God might dw-ll among them, Pal. 
Ixviii. 18. The Vindicator's Query then, p. 108, Now ö 
* if this is ſo, as thoſe that are without know nothing of 
this holy Spirit, fo we may be ſure they never pray 
for it: And if they never pray for it, how can they 
ever have it?* appearing to be founded on a meer 
groundleſs Miſtake of his own, contrary to Scripture 
Teſtimony, needs no farther Reply. - 
But, ſays the Yindicator, © Indeed, if we allow that 
< this general Pouring out of the Spirit extended to all 
Mankind without Exception, then, I think, it will 
follow, that they all with reſpect to their Privileges 
here, and their Reward hereafter, are equally Ob- 
jects of God's Grace and Favour.” A Conſequence, 
which, as far as it relates to a ſufficient Means for every 
Man's Salvation, ſeems to me altogether juſt and rati- 
onal, and fully confirmed by the Teſtimonies of holy 
Scripture herein before adduced. < But, adds the Vin- 
« dicator, if fo, then I do not ſee what Advantage it is 
< to Us to be in Covenant with God, and to have a 
« federal Right to all the Bleſſings of the Goſpel, and 
© the Recompence annexed to them.* By Us here, he 
plainly means a Party of Men, excluſive of others , 
whereas I have already proved from Scripture, that a 
Manifeſtation of the Grace and good Spirit of God 
under the Goſpel is extended to Us Mankind in gene- 
ral. That the Goſpel is a Covenant,“ lown; and 
that the Gift of the holy Spirit is one of the great Bleſ- 
« ſings which is annexed to this Covenant,” I allo own. 
But then I underſtand not this Covenant to be a fingular 
and particular Favour to a particular Set of Men only, as 
the Vindicator does; but I underſtand it to be, as the 
Scriptuce doth, a Covenant of unlimited Mercy cxhibited 
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to all Mankind without Exception. To this the Vn- 
dicator replies, If this Gift then is granted to all with- 
out Exception, what availeth it to be a Chriſtian, 
more than to be a Jeu, a Turk, or an Infidel?* To 
which I anſwer, That it appears to me, after reading 
in, and meditating on the holy Scriptures, that a Gift 
of the Grace and good Spirit of God is exhibited to every 
Man, without Exception; and that from every Man, 
without Exception, are required Faith and Obedience in 
Proportion to the Gift to him given ; or, as the A 
ſtle expreſſes it, Rom. xii. 13, According as God hath 
dealt to every Man the Meaſure of Faith: Which Expreſ- 
ſion, I think, plainly denotes, that one and the ſame 
Meaſure of Faith is not required of every Man. Bur, 
as God hath diſtributed to every Man, as the Lord hath 
called every One, ſo let him walk, 1 Cor. vii. 17. No 
Man, who walks according to the Meaſure of the Grace 
he has received, ought to be called an Heathen or Infidel, 
for this Reaſon, becauſe God, without Reſpect of Perſons, 
judgeth according to every Man's Work, 1 Pet. i. 17. and, 
1n every Nation, he that feareth him and worketh Righte- 
ouſneſs, is accepted with him. Which Acceptance is thro? 
Chriſt, alone, who gave himſelf a Ranſom for all, 1 Tim. 
ii. 6. The holy Scripture doth no where reſtrict the 
Benefit of the Death of Chriſt to the explicit Knowledge 
of it; for as Biſhop Burnet well ſays, It is certain that 
God may pardon Sin only upon that Score, without 
< obliging all Men to believe it, eſpecially when it is 
© not revealed to them, In a Word, ſays be, all 
that are ſaved are ſaved by Chriſt; but whether all 
* theſe ſhall be called to the explicit Knowledge of him, is 
more than we have any good Ground to affirm.” Ex- 
poſition of the 39 Articles, Edit. 2. p. 173, 174. Again, 
he ſays, God applies the Death of Chriſt by the ſecret 
Methods of Grace to many Perſons whoſe Circum- 
« ſtances do render them incapable of the expreſs Acts 
of laying hold on it, the Want of thoſe being ſupplied 
by the Goodneſs of God.“ Ibid. Art. 7. p. 100. 
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And, ſaith Archbiſhop Tillotſon, good Men in all 
Ages and Nations from the Beginning of the World, 
© both before the Law and under the Law, and with- 
© out the Law, ſuch as feared God and wrought Righ- 
© teouſneſs, were accepted of God in that Name, and by 
© the meritorious Sacrifice of that Lamb of God, which 
in Reſpect of the Virtue and Efficacy of it was ſaid to 
have been ain from the Foundation of the World.” Ser- 
mons in Octavo. Vol. 11. p. 162. 1704. | 

But the Vindicalor, p. 109, infinuates, that we are 
© not upon a true and ſafe Foundation, when we argue 
© from God's general Care and Love to Mankind, that 
© all are equally Objects of his Favour” Now what we 
have inſiſted upon, and I think proved, is that the G 

el Covenant is a Covenant of God's general Care and 
— to all Mankind, and that no Man 1s excluded 
. therefrom, but by means of his own Tranſgreſſion and 
Diſobedience. In which Senſe they are all equally Ob- 
Jets of his Favour ; but it doth by no means follow from 
thence, that he doth not extend any particular and ſpe- 
cial Favours to ſome particular Perſons, to qualify them 
for particular Services to which they may be called ; as 
in the Inſtances of the Apoſtle Paul, and indeed of all 
the Apoſtles, and even of all true Minifters in ſucceeding 
Times, with whom he ſeems to have promiſed his Pre- 
ſence to the End of the World, to enable them for the 
particular Services to which they are called. This I 
think may reaſonably be admitted, and yet the Aniver- 
ſal Goſpel Covenant of God's Love may include both them 
and every Man elſe that cometh into the World, . 

The Reader will, I hope, excuſe my dwelling ſo long 
on a few Pages of the Yindication, becauſe I thought it 
my Duty to defend the Scripture Doctrine of the free Grace 
and Mercy of God exhibited unto all Mankind, through the 
Goſpel Covenant of univerſal Light and Salvation by Feſus 
Chriſt, the very Foundation of preaching the Goſpe! to 
every Creatnre under Heaven, Col. i. 23. from the mean, 
narrow, and partial Conceptions which the Vindicator 
appears to have entertain*d concerning it. r= Dh 
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His laſt two Paragraphs in this Section, p. 110, 111, 
are but a Repetition of what he had before ſaid, and 
we have before replied to. 
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Concerning Infant- Baptiſm. 


H O' Water: baptiſm is frequently made mention of 

in holy Scripture, as having been a Ceremony in 
uſe among the Jeus, and alſo as appertaining to the Mi- 
niſtry of John the Baptiſt, the Forerunner of Chriſt; 
yet was it at beſt, but a Shadow or Figure of a better 
Thing to come, namely, the Cleanſing and Purifyin 
of the Heart and Conſcience by the Baptiſm of the holy 
Ghoſt, 

But of Infant-baptiſm there is no mention in holy 
Scripture ; for which reaſon the Vindicator having no 
direct Proof from thence for the Practice of it, is obliged 
only to argue from pretended Parallels and imaginary 

Conſequences. He ſaid in his Defence, p. 46, ls it not 
_ © a natural Conſequence to draw a Parallel between 
* Infant-Circumciſion and Infant-Baptiſm ? God com- 
 manded Abraham to circumciſe his Children, and that 
* was the Rite by which they entred into Covenant with 
© him, and were made Partakers of the Bleſſing of that 
Covenant. Now unleſs you'll make Chriſtian Chil- 
« drenin a worſe Condition than Jewiſh, they fure are 
capable of entring into Covenant with God, and b 
that Baptiſm which Chriſt inſtifuted, to have all the 
Bleſſings of this new Covenant ſealed to them.” 
To this I replied, that The Parallel he would pre- 
tend to draw is ſo far from being a natural Conſequence, 
that the different Nature of the two Covenants doth 
expreſly militate againſt it; for, 
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The Jeuiſb or Old Covenant being outward, and 
relating to the Inheritance of an outward Country by 
the natural Deſcendents of a particular Perſon, it be- 
hoved that they ſhould be diſtinguiſhed from the other 
Nations. by a particular outward Sign or Token in 


their Fleſh. | 


But the Chriſtian or New Covenant being inward and 
ſpiritual, and eftabliſhed upon betler Promiſes, viz. of 
an Inheritance incorruptible, and that fadeth not away, 
limited to no particular Nation, Place, or Perſons, 
the Reaſon of any ſuch external, diſtinguiſhing Sign, 
Mark or Token, is wholly ceaſed, there being no 
particular or ſpecifick Subjects ro be diſtinguiſhed 
thereby, for here is now neither Jew nor Greek, bond 
nor free, Male nor Female, but all are one in Chriſt Fe- 


ſus, Gal. iii. 28. So that our Opponents imaginary 


Parallel can by no means be admitted, becauſe ic ſup- 
poſes a Parity where none is, and a Similitude of Na- 
tures in the two Covenants, which the Scripture de- 
clares to be quite different. Iwill make a new Cove- 
nant with the Houſe of Iſrael, and with the Houſe of 


Judah, not according to the Covenant that I made with 


their Fathers, Heb. viii. 8, 9. But our Opponent 
would repreſent this New Covenant to be like the Old 
one, and to be attended with outward Rites and Ce- 
remonies ſimilar to the Old, which were long ſince 
aboliſhed, and vaniſhed away.” | | 

I repeat this, becauſe, I think, the Yindicator has not 


 anſwer'd it; however, I ſhall alſo conſider what he 


ſays, viz. 


c 
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Vind. p. 112. In the Defence I had ſaid, that the 
Deſcendents of Abraham had entred into Covenant by 
Circumciſion, and produced two Texts to ſupport 
that Aſſertion, viz, Deut. v. 3. and xxix. 11, 12. 
where it is ſaid, The Lord made not this Covenant with 
our Fathers, but with us, even with us who are all of us 
alive this Day : Where Childrea muſt needs be com- 
prehended, as being living Members of that Church. 


Likewiſe, 77 all tand here this Day, your little ones, 
| * your: 
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« your Wives, &c. that thou ſhouldſt enter into Covenant 
« with the Lord thy God. Theſe two Texts the Replier 
has wholly paſſed over, as being of ſuch glaring Evi- 
© dence againſt him, that he knew not how to reply to 
them.“ 

Now the very Truth is, that his Impertinence in pro- 
ducing them ſeemed to me ſo glaring as to need no Re- 
ply; for neither of thoſe Texts, nor the Covenant there 
mentioned, have any relation at all to Circumciſion. 
Twas a Covenant of ſerving the Lord and refraining 
from Idolatry, not of being circumciſed; as I think the 
Vindicator might have ſeen, (had he not ſhut his Eyes 
againſt the moſt glaring Evidence) by their Wives being 

included therein. h 
But to ſhew that Infants may make Covenants, he 
tells us, that * a Covenant is only a Contract between 
two Parties: But in that he miſtakes; for a Cove- 
nant is alſo a Promiſe of any one Party only, made to the 
other, His Compariſon between 1n:fants under the Law 
and thoſe under the Goſpel does not hold, becauſe In- 
fants were really of the Sced of Abraham after the Fleſh ; 
but under the Gel, thoſe only are called the Children 
of Abraham who are of the Faith of Abraham : And that 
Infants have that Faith, is not eaſy to dæmonſtrate. 
Again, his Parallel between Circumciſion and Water- 
baptiſm does not at all hold, for the one did affix a 
Mark or Sign in the Fleſh, which the other doth nor. 

His Diſcourle, p. 114, 115, ſhewing that outward 
Circumciſion was the Shadow of ſpiritual Circumciſion, and 
the Symbol of an holy Nation; and that the Earthiy Ca- 
naan was the Shadow of an Heavenly Inheritance, mili- 
rates ſtrongly againſt himſelt ; for if thoſe were Types & 
Figures and Shadows of the great Bleſſings of rhe Goſpel 
Diſpenſation, that Diſpenſation being introduced, the 
have their Period and Accompliſhment : And the Inte. 
rence which naturally follows will be, that ter bap- 
tiſin being an external Rite, and only a Shadow of ſpiri- 
tual Circumciſion, as outward Circumciſion allo was, is 
no more neceſſary under the Goſpel Dilpenfacion tu 
outward Circumciſion it ſelf. | {1 
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In p. 116, the indicator lays down a moſt erroneous 
and antiſcriptural Poſition, and which aggravates his 
Fault in ſo doing, ſays he has prov'd it, viz. that 
« Water-baptiſm is the only Mean whereby we put on 
< Chriſt, and are admitted into Covenant with him, and 
© have a federal Rite (I ſuppoſe he means Right) to Sal- 
© vation.” Now, he only Mean muſt be excluſive of all 
other Means: Whereas, *tis plain, the Scripture ſpeaks 
of other Means whereby we put on Chriſt, whereby we 
are admitted into Covenant with him, and whereby we 
have (if we may ſo ſpeak) a federal Right to his Salva- 
tion: The Scripture Mean of putting on Chriſt, is Rom. 
Xili. 13, 14, Walking honeſtly as in the Day, not in Rial ing 
and Drunkenneſs, not in Chambering and Wantonneſs, not 
in Strife and Envy, making no Proviſion for the Fleſh 10 
fulfil the Luſts thereof. Eph. iv. 24. A putting off con- 
cerning the former Converſation the old Man, which is cor- 
rupt according to the deceitful Luſts, and being renewed in 
the Spirit of our Mind, The Scripture Means of being 
admitted into Covenant with Chriſt is by the pure Work 
of the Spirit of God on the Souls of Men; This is the Co- 
venant that I will make with the Houſe of Ilrag] in thoſe 
Days, faith the Lord, I will put my Laws into their Mind, 
and write them in their Hearts, Heb. viii. 10, Not by 
any external Rite or ceremonial Performance to be done 
by Man. The Scripture Means of Salvation, or hav- 
ing a federal Right, if we may fo ſpeak, to Salvation, 
is, Primarily, Chriſt himſelf, whom God hath given for a 
Light of the Gentiles, and that he ſhould be for Salvation 
to the Ends of the Earth, Acts xiii. 47. Through him we 
both (Jews and Gentiles) have Acceſs by one Spirit unto the 
Father, Eph. ii. 18. Secondarily, Faith and Obedience. 
x Pet, 1.9. Receiving the End of your Faith, even the Sal- 
vation of your Souls. Heb. v. 9. He, Chriſt, became the 
eternal Salvation unto all them that obey him. I heſe are 
the Scripture Means of putting on Chriſt, of Admiſſion into 
Covenant with him, and of being entituled to bis Salvation. 
How the Vindicator came to paſs over them all, and 
ſubſtitute /ater-baptiſm as the ONLY MAN, is = 
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eaſy to account for, without admitting that his Zeal for 
that Ceremony has blinded him. 

His next Point is to ſhew that the Words Teach all 
Nations, Mar. xxviii. 19, have Relation to Subjects un- 
capable of being taught, and in order to that, he will 
needs have the Word He, to ſignify not only to 
teach, but to diſciple or make Diſciples. He ſeems indeed 
to acknowledge, p. 118, that the Word pavmiw ſignifies 
to teach, viz. Perſons of grown Years, but ſays, that it 
may alſo ſignify to make Diſciples, which he pretends, 
abſurdly enough, may be done without Teaching, He 
tells us, p. 119, that Di{ciple, in the Scripture Senſe, 
and Scholar, are not ſynonymous,“ but gives not a 
ſingle Inſtance from thence, where that Word is applied 
to one that never learnt. He aſſerts indeed that the little 
Children, ten, Infants or ſucking Babes, Luke xvi. 
15, that were brought to Chriſt, were Diſciples; tho“ 
neither that Text nor any other calls them ſo. Inſtead 
ot Proof he brings the Teſtimony of Leſly, whoſe Evi- 
dence, to us, makes a Thing more doubtful, He 
owns. p. 120, that ©* the Word wafrwe is derived from 
ua irus and that from h to learn,” But, p 121, 
that it has a different Meaning from it,“ and gives this 
Reaſon, for Hh to diſciple, is a Verb Active, and 
has an intire Relation to the Apoſtles, not to the Na- 
tions.“ Ir ſeems then, that though the Apoſtles were 
to teach tlie Nations, yet the Nations were not to learn: 
Surely the Vindicator's Logick has dimm'd his Reaſon, 
or he would be aſham'd of ſuch Arguing. His Perver- 
ſion, in this Page, of my Words, I pats by, becauſe I 
can't expect ke ſhould treat me with more Civility than 
he does the Text. 

He feigns Tautology in the Text where none is, 
while his own Way of Interpreting imports a groſs one : 
He will have the Word va3n7ivoers not to ſignify teach, 
but baptize 5 in which Senſe the Text will read thus, Go, 
bajtize all Nations, baptizing them : But this he can let 
pals, becaulc tis his own. | 
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I had queried in my Reply, p. 66, whether the Word 
them, after teaching, did not relate to the ſame Ante- 
Ri cedent with the Word 7hem after baptizing?* To 
<1 which he anſwers, p. 122, That Infanis may be bap- 
| * tized, or made Diſciples, without or before Teach- 

ing; and therefore Teaching muſt be ſubſequent to 
that, when they become capable of it: Conſequently 
the Relative hem, with reſpect to Teaching, muſt be 
* taken in a more reſtrained Senie than the Relative 
* them, with reſpect to Baptizing.“ Thus taking for 
granted the Point in debate, viz. That Infants may be 
made Diſciples without teaching, he forces the Text to 
his own Hypotheſis: When indeed the plain and natural 
1 Import of it would determine the Matter againſt him. 
He tells us, p. 123, that * if we look into the New Te- 
« ſtament, we ſhall find the Teaching previous to Bap- 
« tiſm to be but ſmall.” But whether /mall or great, tis 
againſt him, ſeeing Infants are not capable of any. He #4Þ 
owns, that the Apoſtles required of their Catechumens 
« Faith in Chriſt, which if they profeſſed, they were 
immediately baptized.* This alſo makes againſt him- 
ſelf, who pleads for baptizing thoſe that are uncapable 
either of having Faith or making any Profeſſion of it. 
But whatever the Apoſtles practiſed, he aſſerts, p. 124, 
that Teaching in the Commiſſion is made ſubſequent 
© to baptizing, whereas 'tis only made ſo by his own 
Interpretation of the Word padnrivoare, which, unls 
forced from its own proper Senſe, ſignifies Teaching, and 
is placed antecedent, not ſubſequent, to baptizing. 
Ne comes next to the Texts which ſpeak of Houſho!ds 
being baptized ; which Texts, *tis plain, denote no more 
than thoſe Perſons whom the Apoſtle preached to, WHño. 
* I think, were not Infants: Though Dr. Lightfoot and 
W | the Vindicator are of another Opinion. 
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The next Text is 1 Cor. vii. 14, The unbelieving je 
Band is ſanctiſied by the Wife, and the unbelievins Wiſe is 
ſantiified by the Husband, elſe were your Children unclean, 
* but now are they boly. This Text the Vindicator owns 
8 . doth not mention Water-baptiſm ; but will have it, that 
A | | te 
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the Word holy uſually denotes being baptized with Wa- 
ter, and the Word unholy being not i baptized. And 
tells us, p. 127, that it will appear by many Quota- 
tions from the ancient Chriſtians, that there is nothing 
more common with them than to call Baptiſm by the 
Name of Sanctification, and to ſay ſanctiſed or holy 
inſtead of baptized, and to give Perſons, while they 
are unbaptized, the Name of unclean.” That many 
Citations are produced by Dr. Vall from the ancient 
Fathers, where they call Fater-baptiſm Regeneration, 
and that they do aſcribe Sanctity or Holineſs thereto, 
we admit. But that they did therein keep to the pro- 
7 and ſcriptural Senſe of thoſe Terms does not appear. 

et any one for an Experiment, in reading the New 
Teſtament, ſubſtitute the Word Vater. baptiſin inſtead 
of the Word Hoelineſ5, and inſtead of the Words /an#i- 
fied or holy read the Words baptized with Water or un- 
baptized with Water, and the many Abſurdities and Per- 
verſions ot the plain Senſe of Scripture ariſing from ſuch 
an Application will be a moſt convincing Argument of 
its Impropriety. | 

The next Text confidered in my Reply, p. 69, was 
Eph. iii. 3. And were by Nature ihe Children of Wrath, 
even as others, which the Vindicator in his former Defence 
would have extended to Infants: I ſhewed him his Mi- 
ſtake therein, which as he does not undertake to vindi- 
cate, I wiſh he had Ingenuity enough to have acknow- 
ledged. 

The Vindicator comes, p. 128, to the Text Mat. 
XiX. 14, Suffer little Children, and forbid them not to come 
unto me, for of ſuch is the Kingdom of Heaven. He owns 
that the Verſes cited do plainly ſhew that we are to 
© imitate little Children in their Humility,* but queries 
thus, Are Children when they come into the World 
void of all Guilt? * I anſwer him, that I think they 
are, and that by Virtue of the one Offering of our Lord 
and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, who hath put away Sin by the 
Sacrifice of himſelf, the whole Race of Mankind ſtand 


accepted and approved in the Sight of God (notwith- 
| K 2 ſtanding 


* 
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ſtanding the Sin of Adam) until by their own actual 
Tranſgreſſion and Diſobedience they alienate themſelves. 
So that Infants, before actual Tranigreſſion, are not 
to be conſidered with Relation to Adom's Fall and the 
« Curſe of Death, as Children of If raub, but they are 
to be conſidered with Relation to the Reitoration and 
Bleſſing of Life, which ie come by Jeſus Chriſt, as Chil- 
dren of the Grace and Mercy of God, and Heirs of 
Salvation. For as by the Offence of One Fude ment came 
upon all Men unto Condemnation, even ſo by the Righte- 
ouſneſs of One the free Gift came upon all Men unto Juſtifi- 
cation of Life, Rom. v. 18. Seeing then that the holy 
Scriptures give ſufficient Ground to believe, that all 
Infants under the Goſpel are in a State of Salvation, and 
delivered from the Wrath of God, there is no juſt Foun- 


dation for the Uſe of Water-baptiſm reſpecting them, 


under pretence of doing for them what Chriſt hath al- 
ready done, viz. the making them Members of Chriſt, 
Children of God, and Inheritors of the Kingdom of Heaven, 


So that I apprehend the Yindicator to be much miſtaken, 


when ſpeaking of [nfants he ſays, p. 122, God has not 
< revealed to us what he will do with them.“ For as 
God hath exprefly declared, that he will have all Men to 
be ſaved, 1 Tim. ii. 4. and that Chriſt gave himſelf a 
Ranſom for all, he hath by thoſe general Declarations 
ſufficiently reveal'd to us, that Infants, the moſt inno- 
cent Part of the Human kind, are not excluded from his 
Salvation. 

The Vindicalor aſſerts, p. 133. that © Baptiſm, he 
means Water. baptiſin, is the Channel through which the 
* Bleſſings of God muſt paſs. And yet in Chriſt's Sermon 
on the Mount, among the ſeveral Conditions there 
pronounced to be bleſſed, we do not find, that of being 
baptized with Water to be any of them. Nor do we 
any where in the new Teſtament find the Bleſſing ex- 
preſly annexed to this Ceremony, Nor is Water-bap- 
tiſm in the Scripture dignifi'd with any ſuch Ap- 

ellation, as Ihe neceſſary Channel for conveying God's 


Blaſings. That Term therefore I conclude to be a 


meer 
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meer Figment of the Yindicator*s, neither ſupportable by 
Scripture, nor agreeable to right Reaſon. But he tells 
us, p. 133. that the Jewiſh Circumciſion, was only 
a ceremonial Performance, yet it was by undergoing 
that, that the Jets were intituled to God's Blefling.” 
He ſhould have conſidered that the Scriptures teſtify 
that God did ahundantly bleſs them in their Journey 
through the Wilderneſs, commanded the Clouds from 
above, and opened the Doors of Heaven, rained down 
Manna upon them, and gave them the Corn of Heaven, fed 
them with Angels Food, and ſent them Meat to the full : 
let it fall in the Midſt of the Camp round about their Habi- 
tations : led them with a Cloud, and all the Night with a 
Light of Fire, Pal. Ixxviii. And yet during all this 
ſhowering down of the Bleſſings of God upon them, 
they were found in the Diſuſe of that ceremonial Perform-' 
ance, which the Yir:dicator ſays intituled them thereto. 
See Foſh. v. 7. IT 4 

Tae Vindicator tells us p. 134. that he contends not 
for Majority but Univer/ality, when he ſays, I am Con- 
fident that all Chriſtians are of Opinion, that Water-baptiſm 
is neceſſary (neceſſitate præcepti) to enter into the Kilgdom 
of Heaven. Which confident Aſſertion of his, he more 
confidently attempts to prove, by making that Opinion 
the Standard of Chrittianity, and unchriſtianly ex- 
cluding out of the Chriſtian Church all thoſe who 
think otherwiſe. But until he ſhall produce his Au- 
thority for Unchriſtianing whom he pleaſes, his con- 
fident and raſh Aſſertion of Univerſality in this Caſe 
can probably have no other Eije&t, than the expoling 
himſelf to the Aniverſal Contempt of calm and rational 
Readers, 
In my Reply, p. 74, 75. are theſe Queries, Will not 
the Church of Ame in the Caſe of T ranſubſtantiation 
ask (like as he does in the Caſe of Water-baptiſm) 
Whether the Senſe of a Text that had been expounded 
of Tranſubſtantiation by the whole Chriſtian Church 
for 1500 Years, is not to be preferr*d to the Senſe 
which a few Moderns at the Reformation did put up- 


* on 
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76 
on it? And will ſhe not upon the Plea of Majority 
and Antiquity, carry her Senſe of that and other 
Texts, againſt any Proteſtant Church whatſoever ? ? 

To this the Vindicator, p. 124, 135. anſwers, * that the 

« Caſes are not parallel; for the Chriſtian Church from 

the Apoſtles Time always practiſed Water-baptiſm, 

* but the ſaid Church did not always bclieve Tranſub- 

« ſtantiation.” In which Reply, he does but evade 
the Point in Diſpute inſtead of anſwering it, for the | 
Queſtion is not, Wriether the Chriſtian Church did 
always believe Tranſubſtantiation ? But it is, whether the 
Papiſts will not as confidently aftert, hat the Chriſtian 
Church did always believe Tranſubſtantiation, as he does, 
| that the Chriſtian Church did always prattiſe Water-bap- 
! !iſm ? His talk therefore of my great Ignorance in the 
| < Popiſh Controverſy,“ only diſcovers his own Weak- 
| 

| 


nels in not diſcerning the Streſs of my Argument, which 
| depends not upon the real Antiquity of Tranſubſtantia- 
5 tion, but upon the Pretence of the Church of Rome to 
1 its Antiquity, for 'tis certain, ſhe pretends to derive the 
| Hocus Pocus Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation from the 
Words of Chriſt himſelf, Hoc eſt Corpus meum : And as 
ſhe has long pretended to be the Catholick Church, has 

; 

; 


| long made uſt: of the Pleas of Univer/ality and Anti- 
it quity: And I think *tis no prudence, in a Controverſie 
1 between Proteſtants, to fight one another with her 
| | Weapons. | 
1 The next Text to be conſidered is John iii. 5. Except 
| a Man be born of Water and the Spirit, he cannot enter 
into the Kingdom of God. © This Text, /ays the Vinaica- 
W | © tor, p. 133. is pretty largely treated of by Dr. Bennet 
1 < in his Confutation of Quakeriſm, p. 272. but where has 
11% < ® his Reaſoning ever been anſwered.” But what have 


4 

NH we to do with Dr. Bennet: The FVindicator, no doubt, 
1} has borrow'd ſome Arrows out of Dr. Bennel's Quiver, 
W |. R . 
NH and ſo far as he has uſed Dr. Beunci's Way of Reaſoning, 
| I have 
4 


Vis Reaſoning has bten anſver'd by B. I.indley, as b:fore mentioned, p. 53, 
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I have conſidered it; which is all the preſent Contro- 
verſy between us can require. | 

To ſhew that this Text John iii. 5. is not to be under- 
ſtood of Elementary * produced in my Reply, p. 

„76, 77, 78, 79, a large Quotation, including the 
— * Calvin and Genel Learned Men — Jpg 
and ſtrongly ſupporting their Opinion by Texts of Scrip- 
ture: All this Strength of Learning and Scripture the 
Vindicator, P- 136, knocks down with a ſingle Blow 
of his Herculean Club, his ©* exceeding good Argument 
of Univerſality and Majority ; and paſles over it as be- 
neath his farther Notice, 

That the Term born of Water, without mention of 
the Spirit, doth no where occur in the New Teſtament, 
he cannot deny; and what IL ſaid in my Reply, p. 80, 
that * Chriſt in the ſame Diſcourſe, ſeveral times repeats 
the Term born of the Spirit, without mention of Wa- 
ter, and.alio explicates that Term in ſuch a Manner 
as cannot be underſtood of material Water, he hath 
not diſproved ; but has Recourſe again, p. 127, to the 
Sign, and the Thing ſignified, making them both equally 
neceſſary z the Ablurdity of which we have herein ſcveral 
Times before made appear, particularly in p. 56, 57. 

The Vindicator, p. 138, urges that the Term born 
again, Verſe 3, is explicated by the Term born of Water 
and of the Spirit, Verſe 5, Admitting that, yer *tis as 
evident, that the Term born of It ater and of the Spirit, 
Verſe 5, is explicated by borz of the Spirit only, Verl. 
6 and 8, and conſequently that outward Water is not 
intended, but that an higher Principle than Nature. or 
any Thing Elementary, is neceflary to Regen: ration. 
He owns, p. 139, that + Water is ul:d as a Figure for 
different Things,“ and why it may not be uſed in this 
Text for the cleanſing Virtue of the Spirit, he hath not 
made appear. He aſferts, p. 140, that though Ele- 
* mentary Water be not, yet Sacramental Mate, may be, 
* neceſſary to Salvation.“ Here he makes Sacrameutal 


4 ater to be What Elementary Water ts not; as though the 
I/ater had cha g' d its Nature oy ſome flupenilious Ru 
of 
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of Prieſtly Conſecration. He tells us that © Eph. iii. 2. 
De Baptiſm that ſaves, and Titus iii. 5. The waſbing of 
* Regeneration, are to be underſtood of Elementary or 
common Water ſanctified to higher Ends.” He juſt now 
told us, that Elementary Water is not neceſſary to Sal- 
vation,“ but now tells us, © that Salvation is to be 
* aſcribed to Elementary Water ſanctified;“ by which 
he muſt mean the ſame Thing as by Sacramental Water. 

But where does he read in Scripture of /anFified Elemen- 
tary Water ? He may perhaps have been accuſtomed to 

read in his Common Prayer theſe Words, viz. * And by 
the Baptiſm of thy well beloved Son Jeſus Chriſt in 

the River of Jordan, didſt ſanctifie the Element of 
« Water to the myſtical Waſhing away of Sin.“ But 

that the holy Scriptures aſcribe any ſuch Effect ro /an7i- 

fied or conſecrated Elementary Water, I have not read; 

nor do the Texts he produces ſay any ſuch Thing. 

In my Reply, p. 81, I produced many Texts of Scrip- 
ture to ſhew tne New Teſtament Senſe, or Chriſtian Senſe 
of the Terms New Creature, New born, Born again or 
from above, born of the Spirit, or, born of God; which 
Texts ſo manifeitly ſhew that thoſe Terms were there 
uſed to denote real Holineſs, not outward Waſhing, that 
the Vindicalor himſelf cannot, at leaſt does not, deny 
their anſwering the End they were produc'd for. But 
he ſtill ſays, p. 141, That if the Phraſe born again be 
an Expreſſion grounded upon a Practice much in Uſe 
© among the 7ews, then it mult be explained in the Senſe 
the Jeu were wont to put upon it.?“ Which is a very 
great Miſtake ; becauſe 'tis uſual under the Goſpel to 
uſe ſuch Expreſſions in a quite ditterent Senſe than what 
the Fews were wont to put upon them ; for Inſtance, 
The Children of Abraham, was an Expreſſion among 
the Fews uſed to denote the Seed of Abraham after the 
Fleſb; but under the Goſpel the ſame Expreſſion de- 
notes thoſe who walk in the Steps of the Faith of Abraham, 
Rom. iv. 12. The Word Circumciſion was uſed among 
the Jeus, for the Cutting of the Fore-skin off the Fleſh; but 
under the Goſpel *tis uſed for the Cleanſing of the Heart, 
| | Rom. 
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Rom. ii. 29. The Temple was a Word uſed by the 
Jets to denote an outward Building, but under the Goſ- 
pel tis uſed for the Body of Man, 1 Cor. vi. 19. 2 Cor. 
vi. 16. The Word Paſſover among the Fews ſignified 
the Sacrifice and Eating of a Lamb, but under the Goſpel 
it denotes the Sacrifice of Chriſt himſelf, 1 Cor. v. 7. 
The Word Jeruſalem was uſed among the Jews to de- 
note an Zarthly City; under the Goſpel *tis uſed to de- 
note an Heavenly One, Gal. iv. 26. Heb. xii. 22. 
Rev. iii. 12. Unleavened Bread among the Fews ſigni- 
fied outward Food ; but under the Goſpel it denotes 
Sincerity and Truth, 1 Cor. v. 8. In like Manner Bap- 
tim among the Fews ſignified an outward Waſhing with 
Elementary Water, but under the Goſpel it denotes a ſpi- 
ritual Cleanſing by the Holy Ghoſt, Mat. iii. 11. This 
Manner of Speaking 1s ſo uſual in the New Teſtament, 
that I know not how it could eſcape the Yindicator”'s Ob- 
ſervation. 

The /indicator, p. 143, lays down a Rule for Inter- 
preting the Scripture. * How, ſays he, is Scripture to 
be interpreted but by the Meaning or Acceptation of 
© Phraſes in Uſe at, and about the Time when it was 
wrote? And when we meet with any uncommon 
Terms or alluſive Ways of Speech in it, is it not na- 
« tural to ſearch into the Senſe or Meaning in which they 
then were underſtood, and if we find them ſo and fo 
« uſed, is it not uſual to underſtand them in that Man- 
ner? Suppole we were to interpret a Latin Author, 
would not we have Recourſe to the Idiom or Pro- 
« priety, the Phraſeologies, Cuſtoms or Alluſions, or 
© any other Mode of Speech, p:culiar to the Author, 
or Time he wrote in, that we might the better give 
the true S:nle of the Book,we were to explain?“ 
This Rule I kept cloſely to i» my Reply, when, p. 8r, 
to diſcover th- Meaning of Curiſt's Expreſſion, born of 
Water and of the Spirit, John iii. 5, I collected many 
like Expreſfions in parallel Places of the New Teſta- 
ment, delivered by our Saviour himſelf, or his Apoſtles, 
who were contemporary with him; and thence I diſ- 

covered 
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covered the real New Teſtament Senſe of thoſe Ex- 
preſſions, viz. the Meaning and Acceptation of them in 
the firſt Age of Chriſtianity, wherein they were ſpoken 
or written. But this Rule of Interpretation, though 
certainly right, and of the Vindicator's own propoſing, 
himſelf will not abide by; but is for explaining Terms 
uſed by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, not from their own 
Uſage of them in their own Times, but from other Mens 
Uſage either in antecedent or ſubſequent Times, viz. ei- 
ther from the Cuſtoms of the Fews who lived before, or 
the Expreſſions of the Ancient Fathers who lived after 
the Times of the Apoſtles: A Method neither juſt nor 
reaſonable ; for though the Expreſſions might allude to 
Rites and Cuſtoms formerly uſed by the Ferws, yet thoſe 
Rites and Cuſtoms were ſuch as the Dor:ine of Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles was to draw Men from, not 10 continue 
them in. The Intent of their Doctrine was to bring Men 
off from ſhadowy, external, formal and ceremonial 
Waſhings with Water, to real internal, ſubſtantial, and 
Evangelical Purity and Holineſs of Spirit ; and according- 
ly they uſed Expreſſions (which had been applied to 
another Meaning by the Jets) in a Senſe apparently 
confonant and agreeable to the Doctrine they promul- 
gated. The Teſtimony of the Fathers of After- ages in 
this Caſe is of no Validity, becauſe 'tis apparent, that 
they began early to degenerate from the Primitive and 
Apoſtolick Purity of the Goſpel, and wherein they de- 
rt from the Scripture-diale, are not to be imitated. 
* The firſt Rule, /aitbh Zanchius, for the preſerving 
of Concord amongſt us is, that every one keep him- 
« ſelf within the Bounds of the Word of God, that he 
| profeſs 


* Prima itaque regula ſervandæ inter nos Conſenſionis eſt, ut 
quiſque ſe centineat intra Metas verbi Dei: Nec ſe alterius Diſ- 
ſcipulum profiteatur quam Chrifti, nullamque aliam doctrinam tibt 
ſequendam proponat, quam Verbum Dei in ſacris Literis expreſſum: 
Hoc eſt, ut non aliter loquatur, quam loquitur verbum Dei, nec 
alia tradat dogmata, quam quz apertè (cribun'ur in facris Literis 5 
Sed ſequamur omnes & verba & res Sacrarum Literarum. Hoc enim 
ut faciamus poſtulat fides quam profitemur ia Chriſtum. anch. 


( 33) 
« profeſs himſelf the Diſciple of none but Chrif, and 
« propound no Doctrine to be followed by him but that 
« which is expreſſed in the holy Scriptures, that is, that he 
« ſpeak no otherwiſe than they ſpeak, nor deliver any 
© other Opinions than what are plainly delivered in the 
Holy Scriptures : But that we all follow both the Words 
and Matter therein contained. For this the Chriſtan 
Faith, which we profeſs, requires us to do. 

The next Text is Alls ii. 38, 39, Repent, and be bap- 
tized every one of you in the Name of Feſus Chriſt, for the 
Remi/jjon of Sins. I ſaid in my firſt Anfeer, p. 48, 
that We are under no Neceſſity to underſtand this 
« Text of Water-baptiſm, becauſe the Word baptized 
© may be underſtood of Converſion of the Heart to 
God. This Interpretation is moſt agreeable to the 
* Words of the ſame Apoſtle Peter in the next Chapter, 
* Afs iii. 9. Repent and be converted, that your Sins may 
« be potted, out.” To this my Opponent, in his Defence, 
objected, that it would infer a Tautology, which, I. 
think, in my Reply, I have ſhewn him ir doth not. I 
queried in my Keply, Whether Baptiſm is not uſed for 
Converſion, in Acts xxii. 16. Be baptized, and waſh away 
thy Sins? To this, the Vindicator, p. 145, pertly ob- 
jects, You will find here an unlucky Word that ſpoils 
the Replizr's abſurd Conjecture, and that is Waſhing : 
St. Paul was to be baptized and to waſb away his Sins; 
now what can this Waſhing be reaſonably applied to 
but Mater? I anſwer, that the very next Words 
ſnew what it may be reaſonably applied to, viz. Calling 
on the Name of the Lord, an Expreſſion importing the 
Prayer of Faith, which the Apoſtle James ſays, ſhall 

ſave the Sick, and if he have committed Sins, they ſhall be 
forgiven him, James v. 13. | 

| had alſo queried, Whether Baptiſm is not uſed for 
Converſion in Rom. vi. 4, We are buried with him by Bap- 
tiſm into Death, that like as Chriſt was raiſed from the 
Dead by the Glory of the Father, even ſo we alſo ſhould 
walk in Newneſs of Life * To this he anſwers, Vind. p. 

146, by telling me, what the baptized Perſons being 
| | L 2 put 
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put under Water alludes to.” But I ſpeak not of Bap- 
tiſm here in that Senſe, nor, I think, does the Text, as 
I have before obſerved in pag. 14. foregoing. pM 
The Vindicator, in his former Defence had inſiſted, 
that the Words, Repent and be baptized every one of you 
in the Name of Teſus Chriſt, for the Remiſſion of Sins, Acts 
ii. 38. and the Words, Repent and be converted that your 
Sins may be blotted out, do not convey the fame Ideas: 
Wherefore, in my Reply, I ſhewed him that the ſame 
Effeft, viz. Remiſſion of Sins, was aſſigned to bott of 
them: To which he now anſwers, Vind. p. 147. That 
the Samenels of Effect does not always proceed from 
© the Sameneſs of Cauſe.“ Which is very true, but not 
applicable to the preſent Caſe, where the Cauſe is but 

one and the ſame, thouglexpreſt in different Words. 
The Vindicator, in his former Defence, p. 89, had 
aſſerted, * That Baptiſm follows after Repentance.” 
This, I told him in my Reply, « doth not hold in the 
« Caſe of Infants,” which he now owns, but offers no 
Reaſon to juſtify his different Practice; he ſays indeed, 
Vind. p. 148, that he did not ſpeak of an Infant, but of a 
grown Man, “' becauſe he added theſe Words, A Man 
eis never baptized till he turns, or promiſes to turn 
from his evil Ways, which is Repentance.“ Upon 
which I thus remarked in my Reply, p. 83, 84, But 
« for a Salvo in this Cale, our Opponent gives us his De- 
« finition of Repentance, vig. that a Promiſe to turn 
from his evil Ways is Repentance : He does not ſo 
much as include in this Definition a ſincere Intention 
and Purpoſe of Mind to perform that Promiſe: At 
this rate the diſobedient Son, who faid, 7 29, Sir, but 
went noi, Mat, xxi. 30, was a Penitent. But we may 
object, that neto born Infanis cannot make Promiſes : 
To this he will probably anſwer in the Words of his 
Church Catechiſm, hat they promiſe both [ Repentance 
and Faith] by heir Suretics : Though *tis too often 
apparent, that the Sureties themſelves have neither of 
them: Nor do the Infants promiſe any thing, but 
their Sureties; ſo that to include Infants within the 
Verge 
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« Verge of Repentance, our Opponent muſt make his 
« Definition of Repentance yet larger, by inſerting the 
« Promiſes of others, and then 'twill run thus, that 4 
Man is never baptized till he turn or promiſe to turn from 
his evil Ways, or ſome other promiſe it for him, which is 
* Repentance. When he ſhall have proved that this De- 
f nition of Repentance is agreeable to Scripture, and 
that *tis ſuch as the frequent Exhortations therein do 
< preſs Men to, he will have done ten-fold more Service 
to the Cauſe of Infant-baptiſm, than by all the Argu- 
ments he has hitherto produced.“ To this he anſwers, 
148, that A Definition differs from a Deſcription.” 
Be that as it will, ſince he ons, that it may be a De- 
« ſcription,* I conſent to call it ſo, rather than contend 
with ſo formidable a Logician. What then does he ſay in 
behalf of his De/cription of Repentance ? He cites one 
Binchius, a foreign Divine, ſaying that, Penitentie Vox 
ſignificat externos Converſionis Aus, ſive illa vera, ſive 
Simulata, which he Eugliſbes thus, The Word Repentance 
ſignifies the outward Ads of Converſion, whether they (he 
ſhould ſay it) be true or counterfeit. Which Deſcription 
of Repentance equally includes the Saint and the Hypo- 
crite: and would entitle a falſe Pretence to Repentance to 
equal Privileges with a ſincere and real Converſion. He 
that can receive this Doctrine, let him : *Tis ſtrange, that 
a Man, who has read the Scriptures, ſhould write thus. 
The laſt Thing, /ays the Vindicator, p. 149, is a- 
bout Poſterity.* I am pleas'd to come near the End, 
being almoſt weary with tracing him through ſo many 
Doublings, Windings, and Turnings. I had faid in 
my Anſwer to him, that the Word Children, Acts ii. 
38, does not ſignify Infants, but Poſterity in general. 
The Vindicator, in his Defence, produced the Teſtimony 
of Archbiſhop Laud, (Confer. p. 56) That the Bap- 
« tiſm of Infants may be directly concluded out of this 
« Scripture.” The Vindicator himſelf had declared in the 
ſame Def. p. 44, that there is no direct Proof in 
« Scripture for it; wherefore I ſhewed him in my Re- 
7%, pag. 85, his own Contradiction to the Teſtimony 
produced 
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produced by himſelf from the Archbiſpop. Now the 
Findicator, inſtead of defending himſelf from the Charge 
of Contradiction to the Archbiſhop, runs away with a 
Miſtake, and buſies himſelf, p. 151, in defending the 
Archbiſhop from an imaginary Self. contradiction, which 
no body had charg'd him with, and proceeded only from 
the Viudicator's * Miſrepreſentation, or groſs Inattention.” 

He tells me, p. 1-0, that I ſeem to have Learned 
Men in Contempt,“ but in that I can aſſure him he 
thinks amiſs, for I am ſo far from contemning, that I 
do really reſpect and honour Learned Men; neverthe- 
Jeſs as Men of Learning, are but Men, and as ſubject to 
Error as others, it may happen, and has often happen'd, 
that they may miſapply their Talents in defending their 
own Miltakes, and ſo diſhonour themſelves : One In- 


ſtance whereof is this Vindicator, who has forfeited with 


us the Honour due to his Learning, by his Miſapplica- 
tion of it in thepreſent Controverſy. 
The Vindicator, p. 152, mentions Ancient Hereticks 
* that rejected Water: baptiſm, and inſinuates, that 
Some of my Arguments were urged by them,“ which 
I think needs no other Reply, than that there were alſo 
{ome Herelichs, very ancient, who mingled the Shadowy 
and Ceremonicus Obſervations of the Law with the Goſpel 
of Chriſt : Some of the Vindicator's Arguments and Ex- 
Poſitions are as probable to have been us'd by the latter 
as mine by the former. 
The Vindicator, pag. 153, ſeems to charge us with 
+ lighting, laughing at, and ridiculing Water-baptiſm,”* 
an Imputation on our Part altogether undeſerved. We 
do not flight, or ridicule Water-baptiſm, but own it to 
have been a Sign and Ceremony, a Shadow of good 
Things to come, as all the Legal Rites among the Jews 
were: We own it to have appertained to the Miniſtry 
of John, the Forerunner of Chriſt, which was a Con- 
ſummation or Finiſhing of the diverſe Baptiſms under 
the Law ; for the Law and the Prophets were until John, 
Luke xvi. 16. and ſerved to prepare the Way to Chriſt, 
Mat. iii. 3. and to make him manifeft to Iſracl, John i. 31. 
It 


- 
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It was figurative of Chriſt's ſpiritual Baptiſm then at 
hand; for Jobn pointed him out unto the People, Be- 
Hold the Lamb of God which taketh away the Sin of theWorld, 
"= i. 29. 1 have baptized you with Water, but he ſhall 
aptize you with the holy Ghoſt, Mark i. 8. We do not 
therefore ſlight or ridicule Water- baptiſm, but acknow- 
ledge it to have had its Seaſon and Service: It was of a 
typical and temporary Nature, belonged to John's Mi- 
niſtry, ſerved to prepare the Way to Chriſt; which 
Service being over, it is ceaſed and determined. But 
although, we our ſelves are fully ſatisfied, from the 
Teſtimony of the holy Scriptures, and thro' the Good- 
neſs and Mercy of God, from ſome Degree of Experi- 
ence of the Nature and Spirituality of the Goſpel Difpen- 
ſation, of the Ceſſation of that typical and ſhadowy Ob- 
ſervation of Water-baptiſm; yet do we by no means 
ridicule the Uſe of it in any, who being not convinced 
of the Ceſſation of that Ceremony, do conſcientiouſly 
practiſe ir: Nor do we doubt but that the Lord hath 
Reſpect to all ſuch as are ſincere and upright hearted, 
though the Vail be till ſo over their Face, that they 
cannot yet /ze to the End of that which is aboliſhed, 2 Cor. 
iii. 13. | 
As to Infant-baptiſm, of which R. Barclay ſays, tis 
na meer human Tradition, for which there is neither Pre- 
* cept nor Example in all the Scripture,* the Vindicator 
brings not ſo much as a ſingle Text to prove the contra- 
ry; but produces the Authority of Calvin, of whom he 
fays, p. 154, All muſt allow him a great deal more 
of Learning and Knowledge in Scripture and Anti- 
quity. The Reaſon of this Applauſe of Calvin is his 
app-aring on the Vindicalor's Side; for when I produced 
che ſame Man's Teſtimony againſt him, he charges him 
with being an Erroneors Interpreter; lee Vind: p. 144. 
But what ſays Calvin? * Nullus eſt Scripior tam vetuſtus, 
* &c. There is no Writer ever ſo ancient who does not 
« r:ter the Baptiſm of [Infants to the Age of the Apo- 
« ftles And ag uin. © It were a molt miſerable Ahlum, 
if for the Defence of [afant-Baptiſm we were compelled 
a * re 
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to fly to the bare Authority of the Church.” And yet the 
next Authors whom the Vindicator cites, ſhews they have 
no other Refuge. Origen, an carly Writer and dili- 


gent Enquirer into Tradition, ſays, For this the 


Church derives a Tradition from the Apoſtles, to give 
« Baptiſm to Infants. And St. Auſtin ſays, That this the 
« Church received from the Authority or Belief of his 
* Anceſtors long before him.“ So that the whole weight 
of Infant-baptiſm reſts upon the Tradition of the Church, 
Upon which Point let us hear Dr. Taylor, 

« Tradition, ſaith he, muſt by all means ſupply the 
Place of Scripture, and there is pretended a Tradition 
« Apoſtolical that Infants were baptized. But at this we 
care not much moved; for we who rely upon the wwrit- 
© fen Word of God, as ſufficient to eſtabliſh all true Re- 
© ligion, do not value the Allegation of Traditions. 
And however the World goes, none of the Reformed 
* Churches can pretend this Argument againſt this Opi- 
nion; becauſe they who reject Tradition when *tis a- 
« gainſt them, muſt not pretend to it at all for them. 
< But if we ſhould allow the Topick to be good, yet 
how will it be verified ? For lo far as it can yet ap- 
« pear, it relies wholly upon the Teſtimony of Origen, 
for from him Auſtin had it. Now a Tradition Apoſto- 
ical, if it be not conſign'd with a fuller Teſtimony, 
© than of One Perſon, whom After-ages have condem- 
ned of many Errors, will obtain ſo little Reputation, 
among thoſe, who know, that Things have upon 
greater Authority, pretended to derive from the 
Apoſtles, and yet falſely, that it will be a great Argu- 
ment that he 1s credulous and weak, that ſhall be de- 
c termin'd by ſo weak Probation in Matters of ſo great 
Concernment. Liberty of Propheſying, Set. xviii. 
No. 25. 


A POST- 


POSTSCRIPT. 


N an Appendix to my former Reply, I made a 
few Remarks on a Preface to a Reply to the Pro- 
leſtant Hail, then juſt publiſh*'d-; wherein I took No- 
tice with what an Air of Contempt the Prefacer had 
5 an honeſt Layman upon his writing a Letter to the 
ergy. 

The Prefacer is diſpleaſed with me for ſuggeſting, 
than any other Layman on the like Occaſion might ex- 
pect the ſame Uſage from him. As my Suggeſtion was 
grounded on his own Practice in a particular Inſtance ; 


had he retracted his haughty Treatment of that Perſon, 


I ſhould alſo readily have retracted that Suggeſtion : 
But his Attempting to juſtify his lofty Demeanour in 
that Caſe, is, I think, a Proof of his Readineſs to ex- 
tend ir farther on the like Occaſion. | 

I took Notice alſo of the Prefacer's ſaying, that he 
* knew of none that merited or were dignified by that 
Name (Proteſtant Reformers) but ſuch who had been 
trained up in Schools and Academies.“ Whereupon 
I produced a few Inſtances of religious Tradeſmen, and 


holy Women among the early Proteſtants in this Na- 


tion, who (with many other 1uch) were facrificed in the 
Flames, and ſeal'd their Teſtimony againſt Popery 
with their Blood. I thought, and yer think, that the 
Chriſtian Cour»ge, immoveable Conftancy, and exam- 
plary Patience of thoſe, and ſuch like, was at leaſt as 
inſtrumental to the Converſion of others, and carrying 
on the Work of Reformation, as the Writings, Con- 
ferrences and Diſputes of the more Learned. 1 he Pre- 


facer now acknowledges, that they were Martyrs in 


* the 


the Proteſtant Cauſe, and not the the leſs eminently 
„ ſo, for wanting the Advantages of human Learning.“ 
It has been a proverbial Maxim generally received a- 
mong Chriſtians, that the Blood of the Martyrs is the 
Seed of the Church; and one would think that the Szeds- 
men of the Proteſtant Church, mig'\t merit the Name 
| of Proteſtant Reformers. If the Prefacer will needs aſ- 
| cribe that Name more eminently to thoſe Martyrs, who 
| to their conſtant Suffering added their learned Labours, 
| I ſhall not contend with him about that Point, but he 
1 ought not to aſcribe it to them alone, and diveſt others 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| | 
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equally faithful of their proper Title; nor indeed ought 
N he to aſcribe to their Learning only that which is much 
F more due to their Suffering. *Twas in Reſpect of their 
1 Sufferings, and not of their Writings, that Latimer ſaid to 
| Ridley at the Stake, Be of good Comfort and play 
| the Man, we ſhall this Day light ſuch a Candle by 
[11K God's Grace in England, as, I truſt, ſhall never be 
11188 put out.? Fox's Alls and Mon. Vol. 3. p. 503. Edit. 
119 1641. 
11 The Prefacer admits, that ſome of the carl) Proleſtant 
Martyrs had not any of this Literature, but ſays They 
| are ſuppoſed to be ſo inſtructed by thoſe that had 
|| < It, as to be able 1% give a Reaſon of the Faith and 
[i Hope that was in them, and upon Occaſion to baffle 
| ſ < their Popiſh Examinants.* And in the Caſe of Preſt's 
11 Wife, declaring that it was the Spirit of God which led 
| her, which called her in her Red, and at Midnight opened 
« his Truth to her, he plainly inſinuates, that ſhe pre- 
© tended to Revelations that were not ſuch, aud which 
| | © were deſtitute of all proper Proof, and injured true Re- 
|| « velation (in cauſing it to be ridiculed) as much at leaſt 
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© as thoſe Prieſts who ridiculed her Pretenſions.“ Tho? 
he diſclaim tlie Practice of thoſe Popiſb Prieſts in ſhouting 
and laughing at her, yet he 1s one with them, in not 
admitting of ſuch Declarations. But the Prefacer's al- 
cribing their baffling their Examinants to the Inſtruction 
they received from learned Men, is not very agreeable to 


the Injunction our Saviour gives his Followers wien 
brought 
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brought before Kings and Rulers for his Name's Sake, 
viz. Settle it therefore in your Hearts, not to meditate be- 
fore, what ye ſhall anſwer. For I will give you a Mouth and 
Wiſdom, which all your Adverſaries ſhall not be able to gain- 
ſay nor reſiſt, Luke xxi. 14, 15. And his interpreting 
all private Claims to immediate Inſpiration and Reve- 
lation from God in theſe Ages of the World, as the 
mere Effects of Enthufiaſm,* ſhews, that his Senti- 
ments on thoſe Points are very different from thoſe of 
the Early Proteſtant Reformers, as may appear, not only 
from the Teſtimony of the aforeſaid poor Woman, and 
others of ſmall Lirerature, but from ſome of the more 
Learned Proteſt ant Reformers. 

William Tindal, Martyr, and as Fox tiles him, an 


Apoſtle of England, who was burnt at * Filford in Flanders © 


in the Reign of King Henry the 8th, writes thus, 
When thou art asked, why thou believeſt that thou 
« ſhalt be ſaved by Chriſt, and of ſuch like Principles of 
our Faith; anſwer, Thou wotteſt and feeleſt that it is 
true: And when he asketh, how thou knoweſt that it 
is true ? Anſwer, Becauſe it is written in thine Heart : 
And if he asketh, who wrote it? Anſwer, The Spirit 
of God: And if he asketh, how thou cameſt firſt by 
it? Tell him, Whether by reading in Books, or hear- 
ing it preached, as by an outward Inſtrument, but 
that inwardly thou waſt taught by the Spirit of God: 
And if he asketh, Whether thou belicveſt it not, be- 
cauſe it is written in Books, or becauſe the Prieſts fo 
preach? Anſwer, No, not now ; but only becauſe it ts 
« woritten in thine Heart, and becauſe the Spirit of God fo 
« preacheth, and ſo teſtifieth unto thy Soul; and ſay, Tho? 
at the Beginning thou waſt moved by — or 
« Preaching, as the Samaritans were by the Words of 
the Woman; yet now thou believeſt it not therefore 
any longer, but only becauſe thou haſt heard it of the 
© Sprritof God, and read it ritten in thine Heart." An- 


ſwer to Sir Thomas More's Dtalogue. : 
M2 - Biſhop 


T 


* Fox's Ad, and Monuments, Vol, 2. p. 367. 
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- Biſhop Hooper ſays, Love the Truth, that God 
© hath opened to us; it is much requilite that the Mem- 
© bers of Chriſt comfort one another, make Prayers to- 
« cether, confer one with another; ſo ſhall ye be the 
0 | ct and God's Spirit ſhall not be abſent from 
'< you, but in the Midit of you to teach you, to com- 
« fort you, to make you wile in all godly Things, pa- 
tient in Adverlity, and ſtrong in Perſecution.“ Fox's 
Alls and Monuments, Vol. 3. p. 158. 

At the Eleventh Examination of John Philpot, Mar- 

tyr, before ſeveral Popiſh Prelates, Bonner ask*d him, 
< I pray thee in good Sadneſs, what meaneſt thou by 
< writing, in the Beginning of thy Bible, Spiritus eſt Vi- 
© carius Chriſti in terris, Ihe Spirit is the Vicar of Chriſt 
on Earth? I wis you have ſome ſome ſpecial Meaning 
© thereof.” Whereunto Philpot anſwer'd, I have no 
© other Meaning, than as I have told you already, that 
« Chriſt, ſince his Aſcenſion, worketh all Things in us by 
His Spirit, and by his Spirit dwelleth in us. 
The Doctrine of Immediate Inſpiration and Revelation 
was much inſiſted on by our Early Reformers; who 
knew how to diſtinguiſh between the Shell and the Ker- 
nel, the Bark and the P:ith, the Bone and the Marrow of 
the Scriptures, Outward Learning, according to them, 
might qualify Men barely to render the Letter of the 
Scripture out of one Language into another; but they 
eſteemed the Inſpiration and Revelation of the Holy 
Spirit neceſſary to underſtand the true Senſe and Mean- 
ing thereof, They did not, as the Prefacer does, ſay 
that © the ſame Erudition that was requiſite for tranſla- 
ting the Scriptures into the Vulgar Tongues, will 
ever be requiſite tor guarding and defending the true 
Meaning of them.“ But they referred the Interpreta- 
tion of them to the Illumination of that Spirit by which 
they were dictated, | 

The Scripture, /aith William Tindal, hath a Body 
without, and within a Soul, Spirit and Life; it hath 
< without a Bark, a Shell, and as it were an hard Bone, 
* for the Fleſhly-minded to gnaw upon, and pin 

« Pith, 
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« Pith, Kernel, Marrow, and all Sweetneſs for God's 
« Elect, which he hath choſen 1 give tbem bis Spirit, 
and to write his Law, and the Faith of his Son, in thetr 
Hearts. See his Prologue upon Jonas. X 
Many are not aſhamed to rail and blaſpheme, ſay 
ing, How ſhould he underſtand the Scripture, ſeeing 
he is no Philoſopher, never hath ſeen his Metaphyſick. 
Moreover they blaſpheme, ſaying, How can he be a 
Divine and wotteth not what is Subjectum in Theologid, 
Nevertheleſs, as a Man without the Spirit of Ariſtotle, 
bor Philoſophy, may by the Spirit of God underſtand 
* Scripture ; even ſo by the Spirit of God underſtanderh 
© he, that God is to be ſought in all the Scripture, and 
© in all Things, and yet wotteth not, what meaneth 
* Subjeftum in Theologia, becauſe it is a Term of their 
< own making.“ See his Parable of the wicked Mam- 
mon. | | | 
Biſhop Fell ſaith, * Fleſh and Blood is not able to 
< undcrftand the holy Will of God, without ſpecial Re- 
velation.  Thefore Chriſt gave Thanks unto his Fa- 
« ther, for that be had revealed his Secrets unto the little 
Ones, Mat. xi. and likewiſe opened the Hearts of his 
« Diſciples, that they might underſtand the Scriptures, 
Luke ii. 4. Without this ſpecial Help and Promp- 
ting of God's holy Spitit, the Word of God [Scrip- 
« ture] is unto the Reader, BER HE NEVER sOo WISE, OR 

* WELL LEARNED, as the Viſton of a ſealed Book.“ Re. 
ply to Harding's Anſwer, p. 334. 05 
As the Scriptures were written by the Spirit of God, 
ſo mult they be expounded by the ſame. For with- 
out the Spirit we have neither Ears to hear, nor Eyes 
to ſee. It is the Spirit that openeth and no Man ſhut- 
teth, The ſame Spirit prepared and opened the Sil- 
Woman's Heart, that ſhe ſhould give Ear to, and con- 
ſider the Things that were ſpoken by St. Paul, Acts 
xvi. and in reſpect of this Spirit, the Prophet Jaiab 
ſaith, Erunt omnes dofti a Deo, They ſhall be all 


taught of God, Ia. liv.” Defence of ibe Apology, pag. 
72. 
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The Spirit of God is bound neither to Sharpneſs of 
Wit, nor to Abundance of Learning. Often times 
the Unlearned ſeeth that the Learned cannot fee. 
« Chriſt ſaith, 7 thank thee, O Father, the Lord of Hea- 
ven and Earth, for that thou haſt hidden theſe Things 
from the wiſe and politick, and haſt revealed the ſame un- 
to the little Ones, Mat. iv.“ Ibid. p. 532. 
Our Learning isube Croſs of Chriſt ; of other Learning 
we make no Vaunts. God is called the God of Truth, 
and not of Learning. St. Paul ſaith, All kind of Learn- 
ing all be aboliſhed, and conſumed to nothing, 1 Cor. 
xiii. God make us all learned to the Kingdom of Heaven, 
Mar. xiii.“ Jbid. p. 623. 
Archbiſhop Sandys, in a Sermon preached before 
aeen Elizabeth on Pſal. Ixxxvi. 11, Teach me thy Way, 
© Lord, I will walk. in thy Truth, ſays, As he, the 
« P/almit, deſireth to be taught, ſo it is eſpecially to 
< be noted, that his Deſire is to be taught of God, teach 
* thou me, O Lord; there is none can open the ſealed 
© Book of God, but only the Lion of the Tribe of Juda, 
the Root of David, the Lamb of God. For, Thou 
art worthy to take the Book, and to open the ſeven Seals 
© thereof, . becauſe thou waſt flain, and haſt redeemed us to 
© God by thy Blood, Rev. v. It is he that hath. the Key 
of David, which openeth, and no Man ſhutteth ; ſhut- 
< teth, and no Man openeth. For the outward Reading 
of the Word, without the inward working of his Spirit 
is nothing. The preciſe Phariſees, the learned Scribes, 
< read the Scriptures over and over again; they not on- 
ly read them in Books, but wore them on their Gar- 
' © ments; they were not only taught, but were able them- 
< ſelves to teach others. But becauſe this heavenly 
Teacher had not inſtructed them, they were ignorant 
« altogether in that ſaving Truth which the Prophet 
David is ſo deſirous to learn. There is but one 
© Teacher in the School of Chriſt, he it is that leadeth 
into all Truth.“ See his Sermons, printed in 1616, p. 
48, b. and 49. a. WV 


a 


C 


Many 


Many like Teſtimonies might be brought ; but let - 
theſe ſuffice to ſhew that the Doctrine of the Neceſſity 
of immediate Inſpiration and Revelation, as held by the 
Quakers, was the Doctrine of our Early Reformers from 
Popery; however now a- days oppoſed by many Teachers 
among Proteſtants. 

We come next to George Fox's Declaration or Proteſ- 
tation againſt Popery; which I produced to ſhew, that 
the 2uakers were a Set of Reformers more zealous for 
the Extirpation of Popery, not only in ſome, but in 
all the Branches of it, yea, the very Root it (elf, than 
any that went before them.“ This Declaration the 
Prefacer is pleaſed to call a facrilegious Attempt to 
« aboliſh Sacraments, Rites, Ceremonies, Orders of 
« Miniſters, and every outward Inſtitution of Religion 
« whatſoever.” But as he has not entred into any Par- 
ticulars of that Declaration, thoſe hard Words prove 
nothing: Let him if he can, ſupport by Scripture Teſti- 
mony the Things there proteſted againſt : But that, I 
ſuppoſe, he ſees impracticable, and therefore does not 
attempt it. I am ſtil] of Opinion, that if all the Things 
denied and teſtified againſt in that Declaration were re- 
moved and taken out of the Way, yet every outward In- 
ſtitution of Religion whatſoever, taught or eſtabliſhed by 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles, might nevertheleſs remain en- 
tire, whole, and undefaced, I really think, the Prefacer 
has better Reaſons, than any he has yet given, for de- 

claring, that he * ſhall have no farther Concern with 
© George Fox or his Declaration.” | | 

What 1 meant by Retarding the Progreſs of the Refor-" 
mation, I think I expreſſed plainly enough before; mae 

Meaning was, That the Reformation from Popery in 
England, begun in the 15th Century, then extended hut 
tos partial, not a total Axtirpation of Popery; that Men 
of Academical Literature, conſulting their own Honour 
and Intercit, ſtill continued to adorn themlelves with her 
! Rob-s, and to retain many of her Relicks. That in the 
| 6th Century George Fx and others were zealouſly con- 
bed to carry on the Reformation before begun, by 
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4 teſtifying againſt the remaining Relicks of  Popery. 
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Which Teſtimony of theirs, ſtill progreſſive in the ſame 


Work of Reformation, was oppoſed by Men of Academi- 
eat Literature, with a Violence and Fury not much infe- 


rior to the Marian Perſecution. Wherefore 1 thought 
1t unequal to aſcribe the whole Merit of the Reformation 
in this Nation to that Kind of Men, who in the former 
Century impeded the Work then begun, of rooting out 
Popery and Superſtition, and in the latter violently op- 
poſed the Progreſs of it, | ; 
As to the Quotations from Biſhop Taylor, of which T 
faid, "that if the Biſhop had been always firm and 
« ſteady in his Opinion on the Side of Infant-bapti/m, 
« *tis no ſmall Diſcredit to that Cauſe, that his great 
« Abilities could never put his own Sentiments into as 
< advantagious a Light as thoſe of his Adverſaries.“ 
Let the Reader peruſe thoſe Quotations, and then judge 
whether the Preſacer does Juſtice to the Biſhop's Argu- 
ments, in calling them Flights of his Fancy, and the 
Strength of his Imagination.“ £ 
But he is offended at my ſaying that © Academical 
© Learning is an Inftrument more apt to defend Error, 
© than to diſcover Truth.” Though himſelf acknow- 
ledges, that it can defend Error even to make it ſeem 
* cogent and convincing.” A deceitful Quality, unapt 
for Truth's Service, which needs no ſuch Legerdemain. 
This Academical Learning which can defend Error, by 
putting on it a feigned Shew of Truth, has been alſo ac- 
cuſtomed to diſguiſe Truth under a falſe Vizard of Error: 
In both which Parts of Academical Subtilty, ſome Per- 
ſons endowed with it, have exerted themſelves againft 
the Quakers, whoſe DoFrine nevertheleſs remains firm 
and unſhaken, under the Protection of the holy Scrip- 
tures, and the Spirit by which they were dictated. 
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